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Tue SELECT COMMITTEE on the Site for the New Law 
Qourts have decided, by a bare majority of one, in favour 
of the Carey-street Site. They met yesterday at four 
pm. to consider their report. We understand that the 
chairman (Lord Stanley) did not vote upon the question 
between the two sites. 














THE EVIDENCE AMENDMENT BILL was read a second 
time by the House of Lords without a division on Monday 
last, but there were tokens that there will be a hostile 
opposition to it at a subsequent stage. Lord Chelmsford 
is opposed to admitting the evidence of the parties in 
cases of breach of promise and divorce, on the ground that 
it willlead to a frightful amount of perjury. The reasons 
which he adduced were substantially the same as those 
of the opponents of the bill in the House of Commons. 
He wound up by suggesting a very important qualifica- 
tion of the bill—viz., that if it passed it ought to be 
accompanied by a condition that no person should be 
subject to an action for breach of promise of marriage 
unless there was some evidence in writing that he had 
in fact given such a promise. Lord Cairns expressed 
himself willing to accept the bill as faras it related to 
divorce suits, on the authority of Lord Penzance, who 
moved the second reading, but he objected to it as far 
as it affects actions for breach of promise, and still more 
strongly to that provision which exempts persons, who 
object to do so, from taking oaths. This, he said, was 


practically the abolition of oaths, The Lord Chancellor, 
while approving of it on other points, was not 
‘ sure of that part of the bill relating to actions for breach 
of promise. The season being now so far advanced 
there is some chance of the bill being dropped, but if it 
passes the Lords it will not be without some alteration 
from its present shape. 





LorD CHELMSFORD called attention in the House of 
Lords on the 23rd ult. to the unsatisfactory state in 
which Eagland and France are with respect to the Ex- 
tradition Treaty. This treaty was entered into in 1843, 
and is determinable by either state giving six months’ 
notice to that effect. Down to the year 1865 the treaty 
was practically a dead letter as far as France was con- 
cerned, because the English magistrates held that an 
accused person ought not to be delivered to the French 
authorities unless sufficient evidence was adduced before 
them to satisfy them that there would be a conviction ; 
and further, they would not accept as evidence a copy of 
adeposition signed by ajuge d@instruction, and sealed 
with his official seal, unless the person producing it proved 
that it was a true copy. This being so, the French 
Government in 1865 notified their intention of rescind- 
ing the treaty, in order to avert which Sir Thomas 
Henry was despatched to France to negotiate a new treaty 
with the French Government ; the result of which ne- 
gotiation was that a bill was, in 1866, introduced into 
the House of Lords to remedy the second of these two de- 
fects, for the first arose from a mistaken apprehension of 
the amount of proof required. All that a magistrate is en- 
titled to require is such evidence as would justify him in 
committing the offender for trial, which is the guan- 
tum now exacted. The bill proposed that copies 
of depositions certified to be true by the judge be- 
fore whom they were taken, and countersigned by the 
Minister of justice, should be taken to be true copies. 
A strong Opposition, led by Mr, M‘Cullagh Torrens, was 








raised to the measure, on the ground that the alteration 
was dictated by the desire of the French Government 
to get hold of political offenders. Finally the measure 
became law, but its duration was limited, pursuant 
to an amendment moved by Mr. Kinglake, to one year. 
In 1867, and again in 1868, the Act was renewed for 
twelve months. In 1868 a select committee was ap- 
pointed upon the motion of Mr. Torrens to inquire into 
the whole subject of extradition. This being the state 
of affairs, Lord Chelmsford, on the 23rd of this month, 
asked Lord Clarendon whether is was his intention to 
introduce a bill this session to enable her Majesty to 
conclude an extradition treaty with the French Govern- 
ment, and was answered in the negative. But the 
Foreign Secretary informed Lord Chelmsford that a bill 
had been ready for upwards of two months, but had not 
been brought on because other more important mea- 
sures stopped the way. We hope that the French 
Government will be satisfied with this explanation, 
and will give us one more year’s grace before rescinding 
the present treaty in disgust. We trust, also, that the 
bill in question will be laid before Parliament at an 
early period next session ; nay more, that steps will be 
taken to negotiate extradition treaties with those states 
with whom we are not so connected at present. If Mr. 
Ward’s opinion is worth anything, that extradition 
treaties are “ evidence of the advancement of society in 
regularity and order,” then England is grievously be- 
hindhand, for we have but three extradition treaties in 
operation—one with the United States, one with France, 
and the third with Denmark. The United States have 
entered into extradition treaties with the following 
states—viz., England (1842), the Swiss Confederation 


| (1850), Prussia (1852), Bavaria (1853), Hanover (1855), 
| Austria (1856), Baden (1857), Sweden and Norway 
_ (1860), Venezuela (1861), and Mexico (1862); while 


France has no less than fifty-seven treaties of this kind 


| now in operation. The great difficulty in our case is to 
| prevent the principle of extradition from applying to 
| political refugees; but surely we can preserve our cha- 


racter of an asylum for such persons without harbouring, 


| as we now do, all the rogues of Europe. 





WE PRINT IN ANOTHER COLUMN an order for particu- 
lars made by Baron Bramwell in the Nottingham 
Election Petition. We believe that although made by 


' Baron Bramwell it was done after consultation with Baron 


Martin, and it may be taken as illustrating the views 


' which the election judges have formed after the ex- 
: perience they have now had. I will be seen that the 
fullest particulars are directed to be given “as far as 

| known,” that they are to be given three days before the 
| trial, and that it is tobe in the discretion of the presiding 
| judge whether he will allow evidence of cases not com- 
| prised in the particulars to be given. Opinions probably 
| will differ as to the desirability of making these orders. 


It is certainly desirable that parties should not be taken 
entirely by surprise by the evidence against them; at the 


; same time if they are to be furnished with such very full 


particulars of the evidence, they have the opportunity of 
bringing forward, to rebut it, otiier evidence which their 
opponents have not the same opportunity of sifting. The 
true medium, of course, is, that such information should 
be given as will enabie the party to make inquiry into 
the case to be brought against him and test its truth, with- 
out further “ particularity.” 

The practice of ordering particulars in actions at law 
has, as our readers know, been very greatly extended of 
late years. Particulars of almost everything are now 
ordered at judges’ chambers almost as a matter of course. 
There is one point in which the form adopted by the 
election judges might, we think, be advantageously 
adopted in other cases; that is in leaving the sufficiency 
of the particulars to the judge at the trial. By the 
form in common use, that no evidence shall be admitted 
of other facts than those in the particulars, injustice is 
not unfrequently done, as well as by ordering a stay of 
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proceedings if the particulars are not delivered within a 
certain time. 

It is often impossible for a master or a judge at 
chambers to judge of the real difficulty in giving par- 
ticnlars that may be asked for, while the practice of 
asking for them at the last moment often causes much 
trouble. If it was made a rule in ordinary actions that 
particulars should be asked for at once, if at all, but 
should be delivered only a limited time before the trial, 
the party preparing them would not experience the 
difficulty in which he is now often placed; and he might 
rely, if he then gave such particulars as he fairly could, 
on the judge permitting further evidence to be given at 
the trial, and in a case of real difficulty would be able to 
proceed at his own risk. 





THE PUBLIC do not appear to avail themselves of the 
advantages of section 2 of the County Courts Act, 1867, 
to the extent that was expected. It will be remembered 
that the section provides what was expected to be an 
easier mode of enabling wholesale: dealers to recover 
trade debts on the principle of the superior courts— 
namely, personal service of summons and entering up 
judgment by default unless defendant enters an appear- 
ance. Judges have over and over again explained the 
section, while registrars and their clerks are in the daily 
habit of doing the same thing, but with very little effect: 
the trading public treat the improvement with great in- 
difference. Mr. Kerr, of the City of London Court,seems 
determined to drive plaintiffs into the new system, if 
possible; he has given notice that after August he will 
not allow plaintiffs their costs, if they can and do not 
avail themselves of section 2. Possibly the public know 
which mode of proceeding suits them. It should be re- 
membered that personal service is often more uncertain 
and difficult than substituted service, and the plaintiff 
is the likeliest person to know when that isso. Another 
reason why the section is so little acted on is, that at 
least one affidavit is required, which often involves trouble 
and delay, and, of course, suitors like to avoid anything 
of that kind if they can. 





THE SPECIAL AND ComMMON Juries BiLu which is 
now before the House of Commons, and has just been 
printed, proposes to make considerable alterations in 
our jury system. 

By section 6, householders being in any parish wholly 
or in part in a town containing 20,000 inhabitants, and 


and householders in any other parish who are rated on 
a value of not less than £30, shall be liable to serve as 
jurors, and these provisions are substituted for those of 
6 Geo. 4,c. 50, s. 1, a portion of which is repealed. The 
section does not affect other qualitications. Section 7 
regulates the qualification of special jurors, and provides 
that all jurors legaily entitled to be called esquire, or who 
are of higher degree, or are bankers or merchants, or who 
occupy a private dwelling-house rated to the poor-rate, 
on a value not less than £100, in a town of 20,000 
inhabitants, or £60 elsewHere, or who shall occupy pre- 
mises (not being a farm) rated on a value of not less 
than £200, or if a farm of not less than £500, shall be 
liable to serve on special juries. These provisions are 
apparently substituted (although this is not expressly so 
stated) for all former ones on the subject. Sections 9—12 
provide that aliens domiciled in England or Wales for 
ten years shall, if otherwise duly qualified, be liable to 
serve on juries, and trial de medictate lingue is 
abolished. No person otherwise qualified is to be ex- 
empted by any enactment, charter, prescription, &c., from 
serving on juries except those persons mentioned in the 
schedule to the bill. By sections 13—16 the overseers 
making out the jury lists are to receive remuneration 
for so doing, and are to specify in their lists those 
qualified to serve as special jurors. No juror is to be ex- 
cused from attendance for any disqualification not 
claimed by him on the revision of the list by the justices 








under sections 17 and 18. Overseers improperly insert. 
ing or omitting names are to be liable to a penalty 
of forty shillings. 

Section 19 requires the overseers to report quarterly 
to the sheriff the deaths and removals of persons on the 
list; and by section 20 special jurors are no longer to be 
removed from the jurors’-book, but are to be retained 
therein. 

The practice as to special juries for London and Mid. 
dlesex is altered by sections 21—23. Special jurymen 
are to be summoned in the same manner as special 
jurymen are summoned by judges of assize, not less than 
thirty for each court, to try the special jury causes 
triable at the sittings, and they are to ballotted for and 
called in the same way as common jurors; and the pre- 
sent system of nominating and reducing special jurors 
in London and Middlesex is to be abolished, unless 4 
judge shall order the present practice to be observed in 
any particular case. 

Regulations for summoning jurors are contained in 
section 24, by which jurors are all to be summoned in 
rotation; and persons qualified to serve as special jurors 
or as grand jurors are not to be exempted on that account 
from serving as common jurors. No person is to serve 
as a juror for more than six days, and the summons is to 
specify the six days within which it shall be in force, 
Sheriffs or summoning officers making default in ob- 
serving the rules of this Act are rendered liable toa 
penalty of forty shillings. All jurorsare, by section 25, 
to be served with the summons six days before the day 
they are to serve; and special jurors are, under sec- 
tion 26, to be fined £10 if, when summoned, they are not 
in attendance when called; and this fine is not to he 
remitted except for cause shown. 

The right of challenge is dealt with in section 28, 
which provides that “it shall be lawful for each party 
to any trial of every description, both civil and criminal, 
to challenge as many as six, or by leave of the judge a 
greater number of jurors.” Section 29 provides for the 
case of a non-attendance of a full special jury, and 
gives the judge power to direct that the trial shall pro- 
ceed with not less than nine special jurors or to direct 
that additional special jurors shall be obtained from an- 
other panel. By section 30, in the event of death, ill- 


' ness, or non-attendance of any juror during any trial, 
| criminal or civil, the judge shall have power to allow 
| the trial to proceed, and the verdict of the remaining 
| jurors, if not less than nine, shall be a sufficient verdict, 
rated to the poor-rate on a value of not less than £50, | 


Lastly, by sections 31 and 32 common jurors are to receive 


, ten shillings and special jurors one guinea for each day 


of attendance, and jurors after being sworn and when 
out of court may be allowed a fire and refreshments. 

Power is given to the judges to make general orders. 
Jury lists for the City of London are to be made as 
before. The qualification of jurors in Wales is to be the 
same as in England. ‘The Act is to come in force on the 
2nd of November next, and is not to extend to Scotland 
or Ireland. 

It will be seen that the proposed changes are of con- 
siderable importance. The alteration in the qualifica- 
tions and payment of jurors, the provisions respecting 
aliens, the right of challenge, the power to proceed in 
civil or criminal trials with less than twelve jurymen, 
will probably facilitate trial by jury, which, whatever 
may be its advantages, is certainly a cumbersome mode 
of procedure. The regulations for the summoning and 
serving of jurymen, and the appointment of special 
jurors, will also, it is to be hoped, tend to render the 
duty of service on juries less irksome than it has 
hitherto been. 

There is no attempt in the bill to achieve anything 
like a consolidation of the law on the subject with 
which it deals. There is a general provision in set 
tion 4 that “any Acts inconsistent with this Act aré 
hereby repealed,” but there is no list of Acts which are 
to be affected by the provisions of the bill. 

The bill is not carefully drawn, and is open to a good 
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eal of criticism in its details, For instance, in section 
98 it is provided that “the right of challenge shall be 
exercised by delivering to the associate immediately before 
the trial is called on, a list of the names objected to.” As 
the names of jurors are not known before they are called 
in court it is difficult to see how the right of challenge 
can be asserted in this way, except by going through the 
whole of the jury list, or at all events the list of all the 
jurors summoned to attend the sittings, and even then as 
only six names can be challenged without leave the right 
might be exhausted by challenging men who after all 
were not called, It is possible perhaps that the meaning 
of this section is that the challenge is to be made after 
the trial is called on, and after the jury are called and 
assembled in the jury-box, and before the commence- 
ment of the trial. If, however, this is the meaning of 
the section, the words used do not express it. 

Again there seems no reason why there should be a 
section providing for the fining of a special juror who 
neglects to attend when summoned, and no correspond- 
ing section to mect the case of a common juryman in a 
like default, There are other instances of carelessness 
of this sort, but we have not space at present for 
examining any further the details of the bill. 





MISTAKE OF LAW. 

The maxim “ Jgnorantia juris haud excusat” has 
occasioned more difficulty than almost any other legal 
proposition. Our own law has been uncertain in its 
utterances in this respect. In the case of Lansdonne v. 
Lansdowne (2 Jac, & Walk. 205, Mosely, 364), the third 
of four brothers having died intestate without issue, it 
was in dispute between the son of the eldest brother, 
who had also died, and the fourth brother, as to the right 
of succession to the land of the third brother One 
Hughes, a schoolmaster, who said he was misled by a 
book called the Clerks’ Remembrancer, gave an opinion 
that the younger brother was entitled because “ inheri- 
tances could not ascend.” This opinion the parties seem 
eventually to have acted upon so far that they agreed 
to divide the lands between them, and executed convey- 
ances accordingly. The son of the elder brother after- 
wards brought his bill to be relieved on the ground of 
mistake, and Lord King decreed accordingly, and ordered 
the conveyance to be cancelled. 

Lord Cottenham in observing on this case remarks 
that fraud was alleged against the younger brother, and 
that according to Mr. Jacob’s extract from the registrar’s 
book, the ground was “ misrepresentation of the law,” 
and he evidently considered the authority of the case, as 
applied to mistake merely, without any alloy of fraud, to 
be much weakened by the observation attributed to Lord 
King in Moseley’s report that the maxim ignorantia juris 
haud excusat applies only in regard to the public, and 
does not hold in civil cases, which is a doctrine certainly 
not recognised in modern cases (per Lord Cottenham, C., 
in Stewart v. Stewart, 6 Clark & Fy 966). The last cited 
case was one where a widow and other relatives of a 
domiciled American who died entitled to considerable 
personal estate in the havds of trustees in Scotland, 
agreed to compromise their respective claims to the succes- 
sion, by the advice of their law agent, taking equal 
shares. The widow finding that, by the law of Scotland, 
she might have claimed more, took proceedings in Scot- 
land to rescind the agreement on the ground of 
ignorance of her legal rights, and the erroneous advice of 
the law agent. The authorities on the subject on both 
sides were fully considered by the Lord Chancellor, and 
the result of his examination was the affirmance of the 
agreement, and he appears to have treated the maxim as 
having efficacy to rule the case before the House. In- 
deed, this case has been considered by text writers as one 
which indicated the disposition of our law to give full 
effect to the maxim in all its legitimate consequences (1 
Story, Eq. Jur., sec. 138). 

Subsequent cases have, however, shown a tendency to 





narrow the application of the maxim, as regards the 
interference of equity to rescind agreements entered 
into in ignorance of law. In Stone v. Godfrey 
(6 D. G. M. & G. 76), though the decision was put 
upon the ground of equitable estoppel by the con- 
duct of the plaintiffs, the Lords Justices do not 
appear to have doubted their jurisdiction to give 
relief from an agreement entered into in ignorance of 
the law. Lord Justice Turner expressly states that the 
Court has such power (p. 90), but “ that it is the duty of 
the Court to be satisfied that the conduct of the parties 
has been determined by those mistakes.” The same doc- 
trine was acted upon by the same Lords Justices in a 
subsequent case (Broughton v. Hutt, 17 W. R. 166, 3 
D. G. & J. 501), and the present Lord Chancellor, when 
Vice-Chancellor, recognised, and acted on, the same 
principle (Re Saxon Assurance Company, 10 W. R. 724, 
11 W. R. 59, 2 J. & H. 212). Again, in a recent case 
where the owner of a fishery had, in consequence of a 
misapprehension of the legal effect of certain instru- 
ments of family arrangement ard the terms of a private 
Act of Parliament, taken a lease of the fishery ata con- 
siderable rent in ignorance of his own proprietary rights, 
the House of Lords, reversing the decision of the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, rescinded the lease, and the 
following language is attributed to Lord Westbury :— 
“Tt is said that ‘ignorantia juris haud excusat ;’ but in 
that maxim the word ‘jus’ is used in the sense of denot- 
ing general law, the ordinary law of the country. But 
when the word ‘jus’ is used in the sense of denoting a 
private right, that maxim has no application. Private 
right of ownership is a matter of fact ; it may be the 
result also of matter of law; but if parties contract 
under a mutual mistake and misapprehension as to their 
relative and respective rights, the result is that the 
agreement is liable to be set aside as having proceeded 
on acommon mistake. Now, that was the case with 
these parties: the respondents believed themselves to be 
entitled to the property, the petitioner believed that he 
was a stranger to it; the mistake is discovered and the 
agreement cannot stand (Cooper v. Phibbs, 2 E. & J. 
App. Cas, L. R. 170). 

This case would seem to fall under the principle of the 
Roman law that a person agreeing for the purchase or 
hire of his own property forms no valid contract (see 
Dig. 50, tit. 17, 1. 45, and Code. lib. 4, tit. 65, s. 20). 
This, according to the distinctions taken by Savignuy 
(Syst. des heut Rom. R. vol. 3), in his searching and 
philosophical treatment of the subject, would not bea 
case of error, in the sense of modifying the effects of a 
contract entered into, but rather of the absence of the 
requisites to a true contract ; and according to the prin- 
ciples enforced by this writer, the error would not operate 
intrinsically and per se, but only as evidence of the 
absence of that without which no valid contract could 
be formed. ' 

The doctrine of estoppel in our law, which may con- 
clude a man taking a lease of his own land, renders the 
strict maxim of the Roman law, as to the non-formation 
of the contract, inapplicable. A principle is, however, 
furnished for the action of the Court of Chancery in de- 
stroying the effect of the contract under its resolutive 
jurisdiction. 

The yeneral terms of the language ascribed to Lord 
Westbury in the case of Cooper v. Phibbs would seem to 
point to an important modification of the principles of 
our law, as they have been hitherto understood, in this 
matter. The learned investigations of the philosophical 
jurist before adverted to have, among other views tend- 
ing to elucidate this subject, brought out an important 
distinction which is considered by this writer to be 
established by an examination of different parts of the 
Digest. Independently of the question as to the effect of 
“ ignorantia juris”? in those cases, in the Roman law, 
where any modifying operation is given to error, Savigny 
considers it as clear that that kind of error which arises 
from the incorrect subsumption of the facts under the 
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legal rule, at least in cases of complication,is to be ranged 
under the head of errors of fact, and to receive the more 
favourable treatment which is accorded to the latter kind 
of mistakes in the civil law. The celebrated Je frater a 
fratre (Dig. lib. 12, tit. 6, p. 38), which was a complicated 
law case, much debated by the Roman jurists, and in 
which the mistaken payment of a sum of money under 
an incorrect view of the combined result of several rules 
of the Roman law, as applicable to the facts of the case, 
was admitted as a ground for the “ condictio indebiti” 
for the recovery back of the money wrongly paid, is 
adduced as one of the proofs of this position. 

It seems clear, however, from the cases on this sub- 
ject which are considered as establishing the present 
rule, at law, in this matter (see notes to Marriott v. 
Hampton, 2 Sm. Lead. Cas. 383, et seqy.), that our law 
does not take this view of the subject. The application 
of the law to the facts—the consideration of the legal 
rules in concreto—appears to be as much open to the 
objection (in case of mistake in the process) of being the 
result of ignorantia juris as the mere want of know- 
ledge of those rules in the abstract. 

The genius of the English system of jurisprudence is 
developed in its tendency to seize the practical advantage 
which follows from the adoption of broad general rules, 
discarding the refinements which spring from admitting 
the numerous distinctions which a scientific arrange- 
ment would often require. This seems to be the result 
which has been arrived at, at least in our common law, 
by the mode in which the maxim which stands at the 
head of this article has been applied in its adoption 
from the Roman law into our own system. That the 
maxim, in its true scope, was not rightly understood 
by those who founded upon it the rules which at pre- 
sent obtain in our courts, can scarcely be doubted ; 
indeed, the labours of Savigny have shown that 
important misconceptions have prevailed even among 
those who have been considered to possess a far 
more intricate acquaintance with the civil law than 
was ever pretended to by our English lawyers. This 
result he attributes to certain passages of the Digest 
having been considered in a state of arbitrary separation, 
in which alone their deceitful appearance as authori- 
tative rules of law is to be found, rather than in connec- 
tion with their whole context and with other kindred 
passages, 

Lord Westbury’s observations in the case eited above 
must not, it is submitted, be taken in their abstract 
generality as implying that the private rights of an in- 
dividual resulting from an application of legal rules to 
a group of facts which relate to such individuals, belong 
to that category a mistake as to which will always be 
juristically treated as an error of fact. As to the doc- 
trine of the common law shown by the rules prevailing 
in the action to recover money paid under mistake, the 
contrary seems too well established now to be impugned 
otherwise than by legislative action. Whatever effect 
may be attributed to the learned lord’s observations 
ought, it should seem, to be carefully confined to the 
power of courts of equity in overriding agreements; and 
even as to this care should be taken not to give too 
great an extension to the terms, and without consider- 
ing the particular circumstances of the decided cases 
from which the inference may seem to be deducible. 





REMEDIES OF BILL IIOLDERS WHERE DRAWER 
AND ACCEPTOR ARE INSOLVENT. 

The result of Lord Eldon’s six months’ deliberations in 
Ex parte Waring, 19 Ves, 345, 2 Rose, 182, was a rule 
which has ever since been followed, and may be stated 
thus:—Where the drawer and acceptor of a bill are both 
inselvent, the holder of the bill has an equity to have 
any property that may be held by the acceptor as security 
applied in or towards payment of the bill without pre- 
judice to his right of proof for the balance, if any, against 
both estates. 





The case in which the foregoing rule was laid down 
arose thus, Brickwood & Co., a firm of bankers, were in 
the habit of accepting bills for the accommodation of 
their customers Brachen & Co., and Brachen & Co. de. 
posited securities from time to time to cover their ac. 
ceptances. Brickwood & Co. became bankrupt, at which 
time they were liable on their acceptances in favour of 
Brachen & Co. to the extent of £24,000, an amount, 
however, which was more than covered by the securities 
in Brickwood & Co.’s hands. Shortly afterwards Brachen 
& Co. became bankrupt also. In addition to proving their 
claims in the ordinary way, the holders of the bills con- 
tended that they had an equity to have such an amount 
realised by sale of the securities as would be sufficient to 
provide in full for their claims. Lord Eldon, as we have 
seen, decided that the securities held by Brickwood & Co, 
were available to the bill holders, not because the Dill 
holders possessed any species of right to the securities 
themselves, but through the medium of the equity which 
the assignees in bankruptcy of Brachen & Co., the 
drawers, possessed, to have the securities thus applied, 
in order to clear the acceptors’ estate of the demands 
upon their acceptances. 

Lord Romilly, in Loder’s case (16 W. R. 1076, L. R. 6 
Eq. 495), said that the principle came to this, that where 
there is a double insolvency, as it has with more concise- 
ness than accuracy been called—i.e., where the drawer, 
as well as the acceptor, is insolvent, and there are bills 
current which one insolvent estate is entitled to claim 
against the other, that must be set right as between the 
two estates; the conseqnence of which is, that the bill 
holders, though they get the benefit of any security that 
has been given for the bills indirectly, have no species 
of right to the security itself. 

Such was the decision in Lv parte Waring, a decision 
which seems not to have been thoroughly comprehended 
at thetime: Lx parte Hobhouse (2 Mont. & Ayrt. 269); or, 
indeed, until it was expounded in Povles v. Hargreaves (2 
W. R. 21, 3 D. M.G. 430). 

The particular equity which Lord Eldon raised in 
Ex parte Waring can arise only where both estates are 
actually, if not judicially, insolvent. There must be, if 
not actual bankruptcy, an assignment of the estate for 
the benefit of the creditors, to be administered according 
to the law of bankruptcy, as in Powles v. Hargreaves, or 
insolvency in some shape or other, in order that the rule 
may become applicable. It was doubted in Laycock v. 
Johnson (6 Ha, 199) whether the rule was not one purely 
of bankruptcy, and not of administration in chancery: 
this doubt, however, seems to have been put an end to 
by Powles v. Hargreaves, where it was laid down by 
Lord Cranworth that whenever two estates were to be ad- 
ministered by some vis major it was immaterial whether 
such administration was by the Court of Chancery or a 
court of bankruptcy; that if it were not so the anomaly 
would arise that the property of the depositor, instead 
of going to pay his debts, would be applied in payment 
of the debts of the depositee. 

It is obvious that it is only when there is a forced ad- 
ministration of both estates, whether in chancery or 
bankruptcy, that the foregoing principle, which is solely 
one of arrangement between the two estates, as it is pul 
in the head-note to the report in 2 Rose can render the 
equity available to the billholder. The principle, for in- 
stance, does not apply where the drawer or acceptor, as 
the case may be, is a joint-stock company which has been 
ordered to be wound up since the bill was drawn or ac- 
cepted, unless there be at the same time a constat that 
the company is unable to pay its debts in full (Hickie’s 
case, 15 W.R. 954, L. R. 4 Eq. 226). Indeed, if there 
were no insolvency or bankruptcy, there would be no need 
to resort to the security, so that the question could not 
arise, 

It was laid down in Powles vy. Hargreaves that the 
mere holder of a bill, gud holder, would not have an 
equity to insist that goods were specifically appropriated 
in respect of the bills, This was the ground of Lord 
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Romilly's decision in Lx parte Levi J: Co. (17 W. R. 565), 
where the securities had been deposited, not to cover the 
particular acceptances, but to answer against a general 
credit. The reason why the principle laid down in 
Fx parte Waring only applies where the securities are 
held to cover the particular acceptances is plain from 
the consideration that the holder has no demand, gud 
holder, on the security deposited to answer it, but his 
equity rests on the necessity that the estate of the 
acceptor should be cleared of the demand by his ac- 
ceptances, Hence, when the security is deposited to 
answer a general credit, instead of a particular bill, the 
principle does not apply, and the only remedy of the 
bill holder is to prove upon the bill. 

Inman vy. Clare (Joh. 769) was a suit by the holders 
of certain bills against the acceptors to have the proceeds 
of acargo of cotton in their hands, against which the 
bills were drawn, applied in discharge of the bills. The 
plaintiff had a right to maintain the suit, as Wood, 
V.C., decided, by virtue of a memorandum of transfer 
which was given to him bythe drawer at the time when 
the bills came into his, the plaintiff’s, hand, Apart 
from the memorandum, gud holder, he would not have 
been entitled to insist in the suit that the cotton was 
specifically appropriated to the bills; but he would 
have arrived at the same 
in the bankruptcy or insolvency of the drawer. 
What we infer from the Vice-Chancellor’s judgment is 
this—that the proper course of the holder is not to file a 
bill, but to present a petition in the bankruptcy, or take 
out a summons in the winding-up of the acceptor, as 
the case may be, in order to get the securities deposited 
against the bills realised for his advantage. Whether 


such a bill would lie or not appears to us to be still an 
open question. 

The principle to which we have adverted is after all 
only a rule in bankruptcy adopted in analogous cases by 
the Court of Chancery. All that is necessary for it to 
apply is that there should be property, short bills, dock 


warrants, bills of lading, or other specific securities in the 
hands of the acceptor, to answer the biils, and that the 
estates of both acceptor and drawer should be under a 
forced administration. Where this state of things exists 
the holder of the bills, by an application in the bank- 
ruptcy or winding-up, and possibly by bill also, though 
that is an open question, may get the benefit of the 
security out of the arrangement which becomes neces- 
sary in the process of administering the two estates. 
The fact that the bill holder gets this benefit indirectly, 
because he has no direct lien on the security itself, seems 
to be the reason why an application in the bankruptcy 
or winding-up, and not a bill, should be the proper, if 
not the only regular, course. 





RECENT DECISIONS, 
EQUITY. 
PosITION OF JUDGMENT CREDITORS—NEED THEY BE 
MADE PARTIES TO A FORECLOSURE SvIrT, 
Re Bailey’s Trusts, 17 W. R. 398. 
Mildred vy, Austin, 17 W. R. 638. 

The Acts regulating the remedies of judgment-creditors 
against the real estate of their debtors gave the creditors 
at first very ample powers. But subsequently the amend- 
ing Acts have taken a turn in the opposite Girection, 
until the judgment-creditors have very little left to them, 
and the registration of their judgments has become a 
mere nullity. The Acts also, at least the later ones, are 
80 ill-drawn that it is very difficult to ascertain their 
precise effect. The Act of 1838, 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, made 
the judgment, when registered, a charge on all the 
debtor's interest, legal or equitable, present or future ; 
provided that no creditor should proceed in equity to ob- 
tain the benefit of this charge till the end of twelve 
months after the judgment was entered up. Then by 


result by an application | 








2 & 8 Vict. c. 11, 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, and 18 & 19 Vict. c. 
15, no judgments were to affect any lands, tenements, 
or hereditaments at law or in equity, as to purchasers, 
or mortgagees, or creditors, unless properly registered, 
and re-registered every five years, even though such pur- 
chaser, &c., might have had notice of the judgment (which, 
by 22 & 23 Vics. c. 35, was extended to Crown debts and 
accountantships). But as to priority between the judg- 
ment-creditors, it was decided in Bearan v. Earlof Oz- 
ford (6D. M. & G. 492), that if the judgment-creditor, 
having obtained priority over another judgment-creditor 
by registering before him, neglected to re-register within 
the five years, the puisne judgment-creditor would not 
obtain the priority by this default, although he might 
duly re-register his own judgment. (As to the mutual 
priorities of the judgment-creditors the last Act has 
made an importantalteration.) The 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, 
further impaired the judgment-creditot’s position by 
enacting that no judgment should “ affect ” any land, as 
toa bond fide purchaser for valuable consideration, or 
mortgagee, unless, before the date of the conveyance or 
mortgage, execution were issued under the judgment, 
and registered as mentioned in the Act, and put in force 
within three months of that registration. On the top of 
this Act comes the 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, enacting still 
further, that in order “ to assimilate the law relating to 
freehold, leasehold, and copyhold estates, to that affect- 
ing purely personal estates, in respect of future judg- 
ments,” “no judgment entered up after the Act shall 
affect any land (of whatever tenure) until such land 
shall have been actually delivered in execution by virtue 
of a writ of elegit or other lawful authority. The next 
section to that in which these words “actual delivery ” 
occur extends the term “land” to include incorporeal 
hereditaments ; how they are to be “ actually delivered ” 
in execution the Act does not mention. (Vide Vice- 
Chancellor Wood, in Re Cowbridge Railway Company, 16 
W. R. 506.) This Act also (section 4) provides that the 
creditor who has obtained “actual delivery” may ob- 
tain a sale of his debtor’s interest, in asummary manner, 
by petition. The utility of this last provision is not ob- 
vious, since it cannot epply where the debtor's interest 
is equitable ; it can only apply to the first creditor who 
gets a return to his writ, and that creditor would be just 
as well accommodated by the sheriff’s proceeding. 

As to the mutual priorities of judgment-creditors since 
this Act, Giffard, V.C.,in Guest v. Cowbridge Railway Com- 
pany, 17 W.R. 7, said that the priorities goin the ord 
which the writs were placed in the sheriff’s hands, Taus, 
the judgment-creditor whose judgment was first on the 
register loses his priority if he allows a subsequently 
registered judgment-creditor to anticipate him in putting 
the writ into the sheriff’s hands. Giffard, V.C.,in the 
case just mentioned, suggested a doubt as to what might 
be the result if the sheriff, by a mistake, took some sub- 
sequent writ first, or if the holder of the first writ, after 
getting his return to it, did not proceed any further. 

It is where the debtor’s interest is equitable that this. 
Act is most inconvenient. An equitable interest cannos 
be reached by elegit, but the Court of Equity will in such 
a case assist the judgment-creditor to overcome the ob- 
stacle opposed by the legal estate, so as to get at the balance 
of value constituting the debtor’s interest. Wood, V.C., 
in Re Cowbridge Railway Company, lays it down, citing 
Smith v. Hurst (10 Ha, 48), that before the judgment- 
creditor can get any aid from the Court in such asuit, 
he must have taken all the legal steps necessary to per- 
fect his title—that is, he must have got a return to his 
writ from the sheriff, even thongh he knew as a certainty 
that that return would be “ nulla bona ”’—as, for instance, 
where the debtor’s interest was an equity of redemption. 
In Thornton vy. Finch (4 Giff. 515) the debtor’s interest 
was an equity of redemption, and, the mortgagee being 
about to sell, the judgment-creditor obtained an injune- 
tion, restraining him from paying the surplus purchase- 
money to the mortgagor. Here the judgment-creditor 
had gone through the form of obtaining a return from 
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the sheriff. Under the old Acts the judgment-creditor 
had a charge on the land whenever his judgment was 
properly registered and re-registered. As construed by 
Giffard, V.C., in Guest v. Cowbridge Railway Company, 
the effect of the 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, is that no judgment- 
creditor has “ any right of any sort, kind, or description,” 
until he has put his writ into the sheriff’s hands and has 
no charge until he has got a return from the sheriff. 

The question whether judgment-creditors ought to 
be made parties to a foreclosure suit is one of impor- 
tance. Upon the argument of Re Bailey’s Trusts, before 
Malins, V.C., it was stated that in Jfildred v. Austin (an 
unreported application in the first of the cases which 
head this notice) the Master of the Rolls had given it 
as his opinion that it is still necessary to make judgment- 
creditors parties to a foreclosure suit. Malins, V.C., 
however, anncunced himself as very peremptorily of 
opinion. In Mildred v. Austin (17 W. R.638) the judg- 
ment-creditors who had registered their judgments, but 
had not issued execution, were made parties, and the 
Master of the Rolls made a foreclosure decree giving them 
six months to redeem, provided they issued execution and 
got their returns within that time, and if they did so, the 
mortgagor was to have three months more, 





COMMON LAW. 
PARLIAMENT—TREATING. 
Brazier v." Weguelin (Youghal Election), C.P. (Ir.), 17 
W. R. 590. 

A point was raised on this petition in a case stated 
under the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868 (31 & 32 
Vict. c. 125),s. 12, whether treating before a dissolution 
Was corrupt treating within the meaning of the Acts on 
the subject, 

The case found that the respondent, who had been 
elected, had by his agents been guilty of treating before 
the dissolution which immediately preceded his election. 
The Court of Common Pleas in Ireland held that this 
was treating within the statutes, and that the election 
was, therefore, void. There was but little argument of 
any weight against the principle of this decision, and one 
to a contrary effect could hardly fail to have mischievous 
consequences, 

JURISDICTION OF CouRT OF ADMIRALTY—LORD CAMP- 
BELL’s Act (9 & 10 VIcT. c. 93). 
The Guldfawe, Adm., 17 W. R. 578. 

This case decides that Lord Campbell’s Act applies to 
the Court of Admiralty. The point has apparently never 
before been decided, and there was considerable difficulty 
in ascertaining the jurisdiction of the Court on this 
point. 24 Vict. c. 10, s. 7, provides that “the High 
Court of Admiralty shall have jurisdiction over any claim 
for damage done by any ship,” and the question was 
whether a claim by an executor under Lord Campbell's 
Act came within these words, Lord Campbell’s Act (9 
& 10 Vict. c. 93) provides that where the death of a 
person iscaused bya wrongfulact, &c., the person who would 
have been liable if death had not ensued shall be liable 
for damages, which are to be assessed by the jury, and 
then apportioned by them amongst the persons for whom 
the action is brought. 

The words of the Admiralty Court Act are very wide, 
and might well include such a claim asthis. There was, 
however, a difficulty as to the machinery by which the 
provisions of Lord Campbell’s Act could be enforced in 
the Admiralty Court, as there was no jury who could 
assess and apportion damages. 

Sir R. Phillimore, after taking time to consider, held, 
although not without doubt and hesitation, that the 
Court had jurisdiction to entertain claims under Lord 
Campbell’s Act. 

This decision is chiefly based on the argument that the 
intervention of a jury is not always a necessary means 
of enforcing the remedy against a wrongdoer under 





Lord Campbell’s Act, because by 17 & 18 Vict. c. 104,s, 
514, coupled with 24 Vict.c. 10, s. 13, if in a case like 
the Guldfawe there had been several claimants besides 
the plaintiff the Court would have had jurisdiction to 
entertain a suit by the defendant for the purpose of 
limiting the amount of his liability, and of distributing 
such amount rateably amongst the claimants. A jury, 
therefore, is not always necessary under Lord Campbell’s 
Act, and thus the chief argument against the jurisdiction 
of the Court was answered. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
SraTeMENT OF THE NuMBER oF Causes, PETITIONS, «ce, 
disposed of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
July 29, 1869. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
(Before the Lord Cuancettonr, Lord Cotonsay, and Lord 
Cairns.) 
July 15.—Campbell v. The Earlof Dalhousie. (The Breadal- 
bane Peerage case.) 
Production of documents—22 Vict. c. 20—Witness not bound 
to search for documents not in his possession. 

Anderson, Q.C., Prentice, Q.C., and Steel, for the appellant ; 
Sir R. Palmer, Q.C., Young, Solicitor-General for Scotland, 
and Mellish, Q.C., for the Earl Dalhousie; Pearson and 
Agnew, for trustees of the late Marquis of Dalhousie. 

Anderson, Q.C.—The appeal is brought against an in- 
terlocutor of the First Division of the Court of Session, 
pronounced in an application by the appellant under the 
22 Vict. c. 20. The appellant, in the event of the death 
of his elder brother, the respondent John Campbell, without 
issue, will be, as he contends, the next heir male of the body 
of John Campbell, first Earl of Breadalbane, and as such 
entitled to the honours and dignities of Earl of Breadalbane 
and Holland, and to the estates belonging to the possesser of 
these honours and dignities. These honours, dignities, and 
estates are also claimed by the respondent, John Alexander 
Gavin Campbell, styling himself the Earl of Breadalbane. 
The appellant’s brother John and the respondent, John 
Alexander Gavin Campbell, have respectively taken pro- 
ceedings to establish their title, and the appellant, with a 
view to the protection of his own interests, filed a Dill in 
September, 1865, in the Court of Chancery, to perpetuate tes- 
timony material for establishing his claim on the decease of 
hiselder brother without male issue, an event, asalleged, likely 
to happen, he being now upwards of eighty-two, and without 
male issue. The appellant alleged that there were various 
persons living, some of whom resided abroad, who could prove 
divers matters and things tending to establish his pedigree, 
and that if such persons should die or go abroad he would 
be deprived of the benefit of their testimony ; and he there- 
fore prayed that these persons “may be examined in verpe- 
tuam rei memoriam relative to the pedigree of the plaintiff, 
and that their evidence may be recorded and perpetuated 
in court for his benefit, and that one or more commission 
or commissions for the examination of the plaintiffs in Scot- 
land, or in such other parts abroad as may be necessary, 
be issued, or that a special examiner may accordingly be 
appointed for the examination of the same.” ‘The appel- 
lant had not hitherto examined any of the witnesses speci- 
fied by name in the bill, or any witnesses of great age orin 
a precarious state of health; but he had endeavoured, by 
means of the bill, and by the proceedings which had led to 
the present appeal, to compel the production and exhibition 
for his inspection of the titles, muniments, and other writings 
of the Breadalbane family and estates, deposited in the 
charter-room at Taymouth Castle or elsewhere, on the pre- 
sumption that something might be found therein to counte- 
nance his alleged claims to the titles and estates of Breadal- 
bane. On the death of the late Marquis in 1862 without male 
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issue, th respondent, as apparent heir, immediately took 
ssion of the entailed lands and estates of Breadalbane. 

e respondent had, since the death of the late Marquis, been 

in possession of these lands and estates. In Taymouth 
Castle there is a charter-room, which contains the titles, 
muniments, and other papers relating to the family and 
estates of Breadalbane. The key of this charter-room, 
which was always in the personal custody or control of the 
late Marquis, at his death came, along with the personal 
estate which belonged to him, into the custody of his 
trustees and executors, who retained it notwithstanding 
the respondent’s remonstrances, refusing to allow him 
to have access to the charter-room, or papers therein. The 
appellant had endeavoured by various proceedings to enforce 
the production and exhibition for his inspection of the 
titles, muniments, and other writings of the Breadalbane 
family and estates. On 27th July, 1866, he obtained an 
order on the bill of complaint by the Lords Justices of Ap- 
eal in Chancery, whereby Mr. John Millar, advocate, was 
appointed examiner, “for this purpose of taking the exami- 
tion of witnesses on behalf of the plaintiff in this cause.” 
On 31st December, 1866, he obtained a subpwena duces tecum 
by which the trustees of the late Marquis were commanded 
to appear before Mr. Millar, and to bring a list of docu- 
ments embracing the titles of the estates, and other docu- 
ments connected with the Breadalbane succession, and pre- 
sented a petition to the First Division of the Court of Ses- 
sion, on 4th January, 1867, in which he narrated the proceed- 
ings and set forth ad longum the subpwena duces tecum, pray- 
ing their Lordships to order the examination before Mr. 
Millar of the trustees and their agents, and to produce and 
exhibit the writings and other documents mentioned. The 
appellant, in March, 1867, obtained an order from the 
Court of Chancery that Mr. John Morrison Duncan, advo- 
cate, be appointed examiner for the purpose of taking the 
examination of witnesses in Scotland in the cause; and a 
subpena duces tecum issued commanding the trustees to bring 
with them and produce the documents mentioned in the 
former svdpena. After various other proceedings, the ap- 
pellant, in October, 1867, obtained an order under which 
the Hon. Charles Baillie, one of the trustees, and Mr. 
Syme, one of their agents, were called upon to exhibit and 
produce certain documents and papers which it was sup- 
posed might be in their custody, conform toa list which had 
been served upon them. In November, 1867, the appellant 
presented a third petition, being the one in which the pre- 
sent appeal has been taken, and prayed the Court to ordain 
the trustees and their agents to search for and exhibit before 


Mr. Duncan the writings and other documents described in | 


the list, or such of the writings and documents as were in 
their custody, possession, or power ; and if it should appear 


to be necessary so to do, to grant diligence for the recovery | 


of the writings, and warrant to cite the trustees and their 
agents to produce the same for the purpose of exhibition 
before the examiner. The Court, on 18th March, 1868, 


after formally sisting the respondent as a party, pronounced | 


the interlocutor now appealed from, refusing the prayer of 
the petition. 


Lord Carrns put this case—You had a witness under | 
You asked him for a particular document. | 
Production is one thing ; but you must first ascertain what | 
the witness has to produce. Can you say that a witness is } 


examination. 


to produce what is not in his possession? Is it enough 
that he should say, I know there is a charter-room in an- 
other man’s house, which is full of documents ; but I have 


not searched for any particular document, and have not the | 


key ? 

Anderson, Q,C., contended that under the sudpenea it was 
incumbent on a witness to search for and bring the docu- 
ments referred to init. That was laid down by * Taylor on 
Evidence.” 

Lord Carrns observed that in ‘* Taylor on Evidence ”’ it 
was stated that it had not been decided that an opponent’s 
attorney who declined to search for a sietielen docu- 
ment was bound to do so within the exigency of the 
subpena. 

The Lord CuaxcrLLor—You must specify the documents. 
It won't do tosay ‘* various documents.” 

Anderson, Q.C., submitted that this was not the case of 
an attorney. The party here having been called, said he 
did not intend to search unless compelled to do so. 

The Lorp CuancetLtor—You ask too much. Is it not 
equivalent to saying that Lord Jerviswoode should be 
ordered to go into the room, of which he has not the key, 


| mony, not to impound documents. 








and where there are valuable documents, but not in his 
possession ? You must make out that you are entitled to an 
order going to that extent. 

Lord Cairns—The witness did not refuse to answer any 
question. He only says he does not intend to look for docu- 
ments in the charter-room unless he is ordered to do so. 

Anderson, Q.C.—The object was not merely to perpetuate 
oral but documentary evidence. 

Lord Carrns—And you ask a witness to produce those 
documents, which are under key in another man’s house ? 

The Lorp CHanceLLor—How far would you carry this ? 
Would you be entitled to ask the Court to take some steps 
to remove the padlock? Should you not first obtain an 
order on the defendant to remove the padlock before you 
call on a witness to search for particular documents ? 

Lord Carrns—Could you maintain an action for damages 
against a witness whom you served with a duces tecum, on an 
averment that when he appeared before the examiner he 
stated that there was a room full of papers of which he had 
not the key, and that he had not searched, and would not 
search, for various documents, without being ordered by the 
Court to do do ? 

Anderson , Q.C., apprehended an action would lie if the 
witness had the power of searching. Justice was not to be 
baffled. 

The Lorp CuanceLLtor.—But justice must be attained 
in a regular way. 

Lord Carrys.—You must not push the statute to ex- 
tremes. The object of the statute is to perpetuate testi- 
There can be no fear 
of the documents. 

Anderson, Q.C., was quite prepared to admit that if he 
had a key of the charter-room, he should have no fear of the 
documents. It would contribute to the preservation of the 
documents if they were produced, identified, and returned 
to Glenfalloch. 

Prentice, Q.C., was heard on the same side. 

The counsel for the respondents were not called on. 

Their Lorpsuips were unanimously of opinion that the 
appeal must be dismissed with costs. The object, apparent 
on the face of the whole proceedings, was to obtain the 
production of papers and title-deeds, with a view to future 
litigation, which might place the appellant in a more 
favourable position than he would be if the litigation were 
now proceeding, by obtaining a disclosure of the title of 
his competitor. Besides, there were physical difficulties 
which the trustees could not overcome in the padlock which 
had been placed on the muniment-room at Taymouth 
Castle. The trustees had been guilty of no disobedience 
to the order of the Court. That order was the proper order 
to have been made under the circumstances of the case. 

The interlocutor appealed from was then affirmed, and 


| the appeal dismissed with costs. 


NOTTINGHAM ELECTION PETITION. 


Torr and Others, Petitioners ; 
Delive 

Upon hearing counsel for the petitioners and the agent 
for the respondent, I do order that the petitioners shall, 
three days before the day of trial, leave with the master, 
and also furnish to the respondent or his agent, particulars 
in writing of the bribery, treating, and undue influence 


Seely, the young: 


ory of particulars, 


*, Respondent. 


| mentioned in the petition, with, as far as known, the names 


and addresses of the persons by whom such persons were re- 
spectively bribed, treated, and unduly influenced, and, as far 
as known, the places where, and times when, the alleged 
treating took place; and also, as far as known, the names 
and addresses of the persons alleged to have been hired on 
behalf of the respondent to intimidate and prevent the 
electors of the borough from voting for William Digby 
Seymour ; and also the names and addresses of those com- 
prising the mob, so far as knewn, alleged to have been 
so hired, and to have paraded the streets of the said borough 
and committed gross assaults on the electors in the interest 
of the said W. D. Seymour, and on the persons and pro- 
perty of the inhabitants of the said borough; and the names 
and addresses, so far as known, of the friends, supporters, 
and partizans of the respondent alleged to have organized 
a genoral system of corruption and intimidation at the elee- 
tion meutioned in the petition, and that no evidence be 
given of any objection not specified in such particulars with- 
out leave of the judge. 


I certify for counsel. Gro. BRaMWELL. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. July 31, 1869, 





—_—_————. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
Before J. Prrr Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 

July 27.—Buer v. Riccalton. 
Coverture—Colonial marriage must be proved in the same way 
as @ foreign marriage. 

This was a claim by a buteher for goods sold and de- 
livered, and the defendant had pleaded coverture. 

Mr. Letts called the defendant for the purpose of proving 
the plea. She stated that she was married in Canada twenty 
years ago, according to the rites of the Church of England, 
and little more than a year ago she separated from her 
husband, who was now living at Peckham. She produced 
a certificate signed by the vicar of Chapanga, Niagara 
Falls, and which she received at the time. The marriage, 
which was by licence, took place in a private house. 

Myr. Letts submitted that this evidence was suf- 
ficient. The common law of England prevailed in her 
-olonies, and by the common law such a marriage would be 
legal. 

Mr. Pirr Taysor said the common law had nothing to 
do with the matter, This marriage having taken place in 
Canada, proof must be given that it was in accordance with 
Canadian law, and the proof must be of the same kind as 
the proof of any foreigzn law—namely, by the evidence of 
experts. Perhaps, however, the plaintiff might throw some 
light on the question. 

The plaintiff was then called, and in answer to the 
learned judge stated he had supplied goods to the defen- 
dant and her husband whilst they lived together, and when 
the separation took place the husband called on plaintiff 
and said he was going away and that plaintiff must not look 
to him for payment of any debt his wife might incur. 
Plaintiff had therefore trusted the defendant on her own 
responsibility. 

Mr. Pirr Tayzor said he thought that was sufficient for 
the defendant’s purpose. The husband had expressly 
stated that the defendant was his wife, and had within 
the knowledge of the plaintiff long treated her as such. 
There could be no doubt whatever after that as to the 
truth of the defendant’s plea, and the judgment must, there- 
fore, be in her favour. 


EXBTER. 
July 7.—TLerrell v. Leigh, 

Where on the hearing of a suit in the county court it appears 
that a writ has been issued for the same cases of action in one 
of the superior courts, but that the writ was returnable more 
then a year before the hearing of the plaint, and that no 
roceedings have been taken in the superior courts since the 
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County Court Rule 118. 
Semble, the signed hill of costs required by 6 & 7 Vict. e 
we © 


to be delivered by an attorney one inonth before 
tig an action to recover the amount, need not contain 
e degree of particularity as would be required by a 
» taxation. 
This was an action to recover the sum of £21 18s. 8d., 
ing the balance due on an attorney’s bill. 
Fryer appeared for the plaintiff; Mr. Floud was for 
the defendant. 
The plaintiff is a solicitor in Exeter, and the defendant 
oman living at Bovey Tracey, in Devon. 
rear 1865 defendant purchased an estate, called 
‘* Reeves Combe,” for the sum of £22,000. The vendor was 
the Earl of Devon, and the title was in consequence long 
andinvolved. Defendant employed Mr. Terrell (the plain- 
tiff) to conduct the purchase for him. He did so. He then 
employed him to raise £1,800 by a mortgage of the estate, 
which plaintiff also did. His bill for these two transactions 
was £66 18s. 8d. In Jnly, 1864, plaintiff sent defendant a 
bill, accompanied by a letter duly signed by himself 
(plaintiff). Some question arose as to whether the defen- 
dant ever received the letter, but the jury found, as a fact, 
that he had received it as well as the bill. Since that time 
various payments have been made on account to the amount 
of £45. A balance being, however, still due, and defendant 
resisting payment, the present action was brought. 
In the month of November, 1867, plaintiff issued a writ 
against the defendant out of one of the superior courts at 
" Defendant appeared to 


Westminster for the present claim. 
the writ, but no proceedings have since been taken, and 





considerably more than a year has, of course, elapsed singe 
the writ became returnable. 

County Court Rule 118 provides that :—*‘ When, at the 
hearing of any plaint, it shall appear that an action for the 
same cause is pending in any other court of record, the 
judge shall order the plaint to be struck out, unless the 
plaintiff shall undertake to discontinue the action in such 
other court before a day to be named, to which the heari 
shall be adjourned,” &c., &c. (See “ Davis’ County Court 
Rules and Orders,” p. 467.) 

Mr. Floud, for the defendant, objected that the action in 
the superior court was still “ pending” within the meaning 
of this rule, having never been formally discontinued. 

Mr. Fryer, in reply, cited the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1852, s. 58, by which “a plaintiff shall be deemed out of 
court unless he declare within one year after the writ of 
summons is returnable.” 

His Honovr held that, in consequence of this enactment, 
the action was not a“ pending” proceeding, and, therefore, 
that Rule 118 did not apply. 

Mr. Floud then submitted that no sufficient signed bill 
had been delivered to satisfy the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 37, 
The section required a bill to be delivered, and then went 
on to provide that the party chargeable might, within a 
month from its delivery, by application to the Court, get 
“such bill" referred to taxation. Therefore the bill must 
be one which was fit for taxation. The bill delivered in 
the present case, however, contained such charges as “ree 
ceived abstract, perusing same, £5 ds.’’ ; and “ Paid Terrell 
& Chamberlain their charges, £2 2s.” The master could 
not tax such charges unless the number of sheets in the 
abstract and the details of the “charges” were set forth, 
and he would refuse to do so. Therefore, the bill did not 
satisfy the statute. 

His Honour said he considered the details of the bill to 
be sufficiently exact, and that he should tkerefore hold 
against Mr. Floud on this point also. 

The case then proceeded, and terminated in a 

Verdict for the plaintiff for full amount claimed. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. J. H. Sprixc Branson, Barrister-at-Law, has been 
appointed to officiate as Registrar of the High Court of 
Madras. Mr. Branson was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in June, 1862, and has for some years practised at 
the Madras Bar. 

Mr. Henry Coccan Tomns, Solicitor, of Wootton Bassett, 
Wilts has been appointed a Commissioner to adm inister 
oaths in chancery in England and a Perpetual Commis sioner 
for taking the acknowledgments of married women, 

Mr. Cuartes Sairu, Solicitor, of Ongar, Essex, has 
been appointed a Commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments to deeds of married women in and for the county 
of Essex. Mr. Smith is clerk to the magistrates of the 
Ongar division, and also to the commissioners of taxes. 

Mr. Tuomas Jounson Mason, Solicitor (Mason & Falkner), 
of Louth, Lincolnshire, has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer oaths in chancery in England. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Pveu v. Drew, 17 W. R. 988. 

Sir,—In the case of Pugh v. Drew (17 W. R. 988) it 
was decided by Vice-Chancellor James that where leaseholds 
are settled upon trust for A., and freeholds are conveyed to 
trustees and their heirs upon the same trusts as near as the 
circumstances of the case would admit, A. B. takes an 
equitable estate in fee simple in the freoholds, notwith- 
standing the want of words of inheritance. I have hitherto 
considered it one of the most certain and fixed rules of real 
property law that the word ‘heirs ” is essential in a deed 
to confer an estate of inheritance. It is laid down by Little- 
ton that ‘‘ If aman would purchase lands or tenements in 
fee simple it behoveth him to have these words “ to have 
and to hold to him and his heirs,” for these words “ his 
heirs” make the estate of inheritance. For if a man pur- 
chase lands by these words “to have and to hold to him 
for ever,” or by these words ‘‘to have and to hold to him 
and his assigns for ever,” in these two cases he hath but 
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an estate for term of ‘life, for that there lack these words 
“his heirs,” which words only make an estate of inheri- 
tance in all feoffments and grants; and Coke’s Commentary 
js “ And the reason why the law is so precise to prescribe 
certain words to create an estate of inheritance is for avoid- 
ing uncertainty, | the mother of contention and confusion.” 
Tn accordance with the doctrine so laid down it has always 
been held that a grant to A. simply or to A. for ever confers 
an estate for life only, and I can scarcely imagine that 
Vice-Chancellor James intended to throw any doubt upon 
the well-known rule of law; and his decision may, perhaps, 
be supported on the ground that as A. took the absolute 
interest in the leaseholds, and the freeholds were directed to 
be held upon the same trusts as near as circumstances 
would admit, the word ‘heirs’? must necessarily be im- 

lied. It would, however, have been more satisfactory if 

ehad explained the grounds of his judgment, instead of 
merely asserting, in answer to the argument, that the ab- 
sence of words of inheritance was in all cfses fatal, that 
there was no doctrine of the Court which compelled him to 
maintain such nonsense. I hope, seeing the importance of 
the principle involved in the case, that the Vice-Chancellor’s 
decision will be reviewed in a court of appeal and that atten- 
tion will be called to the case of Barron v. Barron (8 Ir. Ch. R. 
866), where by a marriage settlement lands were conveyed to 
trustees and their heirs upon trust, in certain events, to per- 
mit the same to be enjoyed for ever by the issue male of the 
marriage, and where it was held, by the Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland, that the sons of the marriage took life estates 
only, and this notwithstanding that the property was held 
pur autre vie. In answer to the argnment that he ought to 
do justice to those who were stated to be the victims of a 
legal construction at variance with the real intention of 
the parties, the Lord Chancellor said: ‘No duty is so 
pleasing to me as to do justice in such cases where I can 
do so in accordance with the fixed principles and settled 
rules of Jaw ; but if I must choose between a hardship to 
a party in the suit and a general inconvenience to the 
country, each and every member of which has an interest 
in the stability of property, and the faithful preservation 
of those landmarks by which this stability is secured, I 
must follow the example of the wisest and best of my pre- 
decessors, and imitate, so far as is in my power, their faithful 
adherence to the rules of law which they were bound to ad- 
minister in all questions of property ; and however I may 
regret that any meritorious party should suffer, or the sup- 
posed intention of the settlor be disappointed, I have not 
what Mr. Foley called the courage, but what I should feel 
to be the rash presumption, to disturb the rules of property, 
which it is my solemn duty to honour and support.” ‘These 
observations of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland are, it seems 
to me, very weighty, and I hope I need offer no apology 
for calling attention to them in connection with the case 
of Pugh v. Drew. W. B. 

‘¢ FORESHORE.” 

Sir,—Will any of the numerous subscribers to your paper 
give their opinion upon what is necessary to be done under 
the following circumstances :— 

Twenty or more years back a pier was made by a pri- 
vate company at a watering-place, which was then an insig- 
nificant village, without the sanction of an Act of Parlia- 
ment, nor have any means since been obtained for legalis- 
ing the undertaking. Owing to the increase of the place 
afresh company was formed for a similar purpose, the Act 
for which has been obtained, and the pier opened within 
the time limited thereby. The place in question not being 
“‘a Brighton,” is unable, therefore, to support two piers. 

The foreshore (as your readers are doubtless aware of) is 
prima facie vested in the Crown, and there being no ad- 
verse title shown cannot this illegally constructed pier be 
removed by mandamus, or how, as being a trespass upon the 
rights of the Crown ? 

July 28th, 1869. B.. T, B. 

P.S.—Endeavours have been made to settle the matter 
amicably, but have failed. 








At Lancaster, on Tuesday, Mr. Justice Hannen, sitting in 
the Crown Court, as Senior Judge of Assize, called Mr. J. P. 
Benjamin (ex-Secretary of the late Confederate States of 
America) within the bar ef the County Palatine. Mr. Benjamin 
was called to the bar in 1866 by the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, 
without being required to eat through his terms. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

July 23.—LExrtradition Treaty with France——Lord Chelms- 
ford asked the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
it was his intention to bring in a bill this session to enable 
her Majesty to conclude an extradition treaty with the 
Emperor of the French. An extradition treaty was entered 
into in 1843, comprehending murder, forgery, and fraudulent 
bankruptcy. Till 1865 it remained a dead letter here, for, 
owing to a mistaken view of the chief magistrate, not a 
single criminal was delivered up to us by France. The 
chief magistrate thonght a person convicted par contumace 
was out of the category of an accused person. The French 
had other grounds of dissatisfaction with regard to the 
proof required of the documents which were transmitted 
from France, and the depositions which were certified by 
the juge d’instruction and authenticated by the signature 
and official seal of the minister of justice. Our Act of 
Parliament required, however, in addition to all this, that 
the party who produced the depositions should prove that 
they were true copies. In 1865 France gave notice to end 
the treaty in six months. Sir Thomas Henry, however, 
negotiated an agreement, and Earl Clarendon prepared and, 
on a change of Government, Lord Chelmsford introduced 
into this House, a measure whose simple object was to enaet 
that when the documents and depositions transmitted from 
France in reference to the extradition of offenders 
were certified by the judge or magistrate to be true copies, 
and when that fact was further authenticated by signature 
and seal of the department of the minister of justice, they 
should be taken without further proof to be evidence in all 
our courts of justice. The other House, however, regarded 
the bill with jealousy, imagining that the French Govern- 
ment aimed at laying hold of political offenders under 
colour of a criminal charge. This was wholly unfounded, 
it being a strict point of honour with the French Govern- 
ment never to deliver up or demand a political offender. 
The bill, however, was restricted to twelve months’ dura- 
tion. It was renewed in 1867 and 1868. In 1868 aselect 
committee reported on extradition, and a bill was prepared 
in pursuance of the report, which had yet not been introduced 
this session. 

Earl Clarendon said it was most important that there 
should be an extradition treaty, not only with France, but 
with other countries. The bill in question laid down the 
principles on which extradition treaties were to be con- 
cluded with all the countries of Europe. There had been 
no time to bring it forward this session, but it should be 
done early next session, and meanwhile the French Go- 
vernment had assented to a satisfactory arrangement. 

The Assessed Rates Bill was read a third time and passed. 

The Debts of Deceased Persons Pill was read a second time. 

The High Constables’ Office, §c., Abolition Bill passed 
through committee. 

July 25.—The Law of Evidence Amendment Bill.—Lord 
Penzance moved the second reading. The bill proposed te 
deal with breach of promise and adultery suits, which were 
exceptions from the operation of a previous Act allowing 
the parties in suits to give evidence. As to the former 
the bill merely removed the exception. The exception in 
adultery suits had wrought much evil. It was undesirable 
that parties should be asked, point blank, if they had com- 
mitted adultery. But the exception, instead of simply for- 
bidding that, forbid examining as witnesses the parties to 
those suits, which shut their mouths as to questions of 
desertion or cruelty. As the Act was before the Divorce 
Act this was plainly fortuitous. Under the present law it was 
even possible for a man to go into a room and find his wife 
committing adultery and yet be unable to give evidence. 
Ifthe 22 & 23 Vict. c. 61, had not made some amendment, the 
Divorce Court business could not have been carried on at all. 
But that Act led to fresh inequalities by limiting the repeal 
of the exception to only a few cases, in order to allow a 
woman to prove the cruelty of her husband. The amend- 
ment permitted the husband and wife to give evidence in 
cases where the suit was instituted by the wife on the 

und of cruelty and desertion. But, unfortunately, if 
the husband brought acharge of adultery, and the wife 
answered it by a charge of cruelty and adultery, she could 
not be a witness upon the subject of cruelty, because the 
suit was instituted on the ground of adultery. Then, other 
evils arose connected with costs. The husband brought a 
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charge of adultery against his wife, who, knowing she 
could not be a witness in that case, brought a cross-suit on 
the ground ot cruelty, in order that she might speak. Thus 
the husband had to pay the costs of two suits when one 
would serve the purpose. ‘The law, as it stood now, 

excluded evidence not intended to be excluded and 
it admitted that intended to be shut out; it did 
not exclude evidence where adultery came up by way 
of recrimination, but it did exclude it where adultery was 

charged in the petition. Again, the law did not cover the 
case of an action brought by a third person, say by a trades- 
man against a husband for necessaries supplied to the wife ; 
in that case, if adultery were alleged, there was nothing to 
prevent the parties getting into the witness-box. Again, it 
was a great hardship that parties accused of adultery should 
not be able to give their own account. The bill as it stood 
said that the parties should be “ compellable” to give evi- 
dence ; but such a provision respecting the parties to the 
suit must be a dead letter, for the plaintiff would not call 
the defendant, nor the defendant the plaintiff; and the bill 
would be just as valuable if the word were struck out, and if 
it simply said that the parties should be competent to give 
evidence. In ten years the Court of Divorce had been 
harassed and hampered by the action upon each other of 
two Acts of Parliament without any common design between 
them; and he therefore rejoiced that this bill had been 
passed by the Commons to correct a gross anomaly which 
could not be well defended. The House of Commons had 
added a provision to protect witnesses against criminating 
themselves, and he was satisfied that it would be sufficient 
for the purpose. 

Lord Chelmsford feared danger arising from admitting 
the evidence of parties in such cases. He feared an im- 
mense amount of perjury. The woman who had committed 
adultery might not stick at perjury, and the co-respondent 
might perjure himself in order to screen her. As to the 
question of breaches of promise of marriage, in Ire- 
land they had a curious way of getting over the difficulty 
which at present existed in the way of procuring the admis- 
sion of evidence. In the charge against the defendant a 
count for assault and battery was inserted, and in this way 
the lady herself was called to prove the letters, and the 
But he had 
known cases of this kind where letters in support 
of the case had been forged, and if both the par- 
ties were permitted to give evidence, and if the 
woman swore to the promise, the man’s denial would 
stand no chance, for they all knew which way the sympathies 
of the jury leaned. In cases of seduction, again, if a count 
for breach of promise were introduced, the man’s denial 
would weigh little against the sympathies of the jury, when 
the woman swore that she had been seduced under promise 
of marriage. In cases of ordinary affiliation the evidence 
of the woman was not received without corroboration. Now 
the law was in this curious position, There was an Act of 
Parliament passed in the time of Charles II., which pro- 
vided that no action should be brought upon any promise 
alleged to have been made in consideration of marriage, 
unless the promise had been made in writing, and yet it had 
been held that mutual promises might be established by 
parole. He did not intend to divide the House against the 
bill, but he trusted that’ the points to which he had re- 
ferred would receive attention. 

Lord Cairns would willingly have resigned in favour of 
Lord Penzance his own opinions with respect to the advisa- 
bility of altering the law relating to the position of persons 
charged with adultery had he entertained any doubt on the 
subject. But there were two other portions of the bill which 
stood on a different footing. One of them was the question 
relating to breach of promise of marriage, which frequently 
entered into allegations supported by mere passing words. 
If power were given to examine the parties it would be 
sound that men and women would be swearing as to the use 
of words which after a lapse of time might be made to wear 
a very different colour from that which they wore when 
originally spoken, and seeing that the sympathies of juries 
were with the woman and against the man, it would be a 
great anomaly, he thought, to allow a proceeding such as 
that to which he was referring to be supported by merely 
verbal testimony which could not be met by verbal testi- 
mony on the other side. The third part of the bill was of 
great importance, inasmuch as it proposed, for the first 
time, to abolish oaths in civil proceedings, not out of re- 
gard to any religious scruple, or for any of those 


iriends and the relatives to prove the premises. 





other reasons which had hitherto prevailed, but simply on 
the ground of sic volo, That was a proposal open to very 
great objection. 

The Lord Chancellor said that when the alteration was 
first made in the law of evidence, by which the parties to a 
suit were allowed to be witnesses in their own case, leaving 
to it the jury to estimate the value of their testimony, he wag 
entirely in favour of the change. He had, however, felt a 
strong objection at the time, which was not now, perhaps, 
entirely removed, as to the extension of that particular benefit 
to the suits of husbands and wives inter se. He thought 
it might lead to a disturbance of the peace of families, but 
as it had pleased the Legislature to take a different view he 
did not see why the exceptions with which the bill pro. 
posed to deal should remain, especially as the peace and 
harmony of families would in those particular cases 
have already been destroyed. With reference to the 
third part of the bill he heartily concurred with Lord 
Penzance, becanse all that was necessary in giving evi- 
dence in a court of justice was that instead of 
taking an oath a witness should know that he had 
a solemn duty to perform, for any breach of which he would 
be liable to a legal penalty. 

Lord Penzance expressed his readiness, if it should be 
deemed desirable, to omit the provision with respect to the 
taking of oaths in committee. 

The bill was then read a second time. 

The Bankruptcy Bill, as amended, was reported. 

The Imprisonment for Debt Bill.—Committee. Lord 
Romilly deprecated continuing the power of imprisonment 
for debt in the hands of the County Courts. Credit was 
given for goods sold in the ordinary way only because the 
vendor believed the purchaser would pay, and the fear of 
imprisonment benefitted no one but the tallyman, who 
forced his credit on the unwary poor. He did not approve 
the distinction made in the bill between debts for £30 and 
£50 with respect to imprisonment. In some respects the 
abolition of imprisonment for debt seemed to be perfect, but 
in others it was not. He had given notice of some amend- 
ments based upon these views, but, having placed them on 
record, he did not wish to press them. 

The amendments were accordingly negatived without a 
division. 

On the motion of the Lord Chancellor the Dill was 
amended by substituting for the words “commencement of 
the bankruptcy” from clause 10 throughout the bill the 
words “after the presentation of the petition of bankruptcy 
or before the commencement of liquidation.” 

The bill then passed through committce. 

The Endowed Schools Bill was read a third time, and, 
verbal amendments having been made, the bill passed. 

The Debts of Deceased Persons Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 

The Fines and Fees Collection Bill was read a third time 
and passed. 


July 27.—County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act 
(1868) Amendment Bill—Lord Houghton said the object 
was to extend an Act which had worked very satisfactorily 
at Hull and Liverpool and in the port of London, where 
fifty or sixtv causes had been decided as to questions of 
freight and demurrage. It also proposed to allow claims of 
higher amount than that fixed by the original Act to be 
taken to county courts if the parties agreed, and to give the 
judge the assistance of two mercantile assessors, in the 
same manner as he could now appoint nautical assessors. 

The bill was read a second time. 

The Contagious Diseases Bill was read a second time. 

The Bankruptey Biil and the Imprisonment for Debt Bill 
were reported as amended. 

The Debts of Deceased Persons Billand the High Constable's 
Office, &c., Abolition Bill were read a third time and passed. 


July 29.—The Savings Banks and Post Office Savings Banks 
Bill was read a second time. 

The Insolvent Debtors and Bankruptcy Repeal Bill was read 
a second time, the Lord Chancellor explaining that the pro- 
ceedings pending in the Insolvent Debtors’ Court at the 
time of its abolition in 1861 would not be wound up for 
some years, and that it was necessary, therefore, to keep 
alive its machinery, while repealing all Acts inconsistent 
with the new law. 

The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act (1868) 
Amendment Bill and the Contagious Diseases Bill passed 
through committee. 
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The Bankruptcy Bill.—On the motion for the third read- 


Romilly pointed out that henceforth a person who 
absconded from the country, after selling all his property, 
could not be made bankrupt. The Select Committee, how- 
ever, having been divided cn this point, he should not re- 
vive it. He believed it to be a great mistake to make the 
amount of dividend the criterion of a bankrupt’s honesty, 
for it might induce persons to order a large amount of goods 
on the eve of bankruptcy in order to make the dividend 10s. 
in the pound, and he feared would give rise to frauds which 
the penal clauses would not sufficiently check. The valua- 
tion of the assets at the time of the adjudication would be 
less objectionable, and the bankrupt ought not to be punished 
on account of difficulty or neglect in realising those assets. 

The Lord Chancellor denied that the bill would make the 
dividend the sole criterion. A bankrupt’s liability would 
not continue if the failure to pay 10s. in the pound arose 
from faulty collection of the assets, and it would cease if 
the creditors expressed an opinion that the bankruptcy was 
due to unavoidable misfortune. 

The bill was read a third time, and an amendment moved 
by the Lord Chancellor, providing that the certificate of the 
registrar should be evidence of the validity of arrange- 
ments by creditors, having been agreed to, the bill was 
passed, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

July 23.—Police Perjury.—Mr. Locke asked the Home 
Secretary whether his attention had been directed to a recent 
charge against three young men at Marlborough-street 
Police-court, and to the published comments of Mr. Knox, 
the magistrate, upon the conduct and evidence of the police, 
and whether he intended to direct any proceedings to be 
taken in the matter. 

Mr. Bruce said certain persons were arrested on the 
charge of taking part in a disturbance in the Haymarket and 
assaulting the police. The magistrate dismissed the charge, 
believing the statements of the parties rather than the 
sworn evidence of the police. Undoubtedly, the decision 
of the magistrate cast a doubt upon the veracity and trust- 
worthiness of the officers. The rule established by the 
Home-office for the guidance of the Commissioners, after 
much experience in such cases, was that in all charges against 
» members of the police force, where the evidence is conflict- 
ing and supported on either side by witnesses who are not 
in the force, the cases should be left to the decision of the 
magistrates. Hesaw no particular reason why the Govern- 
ment should undertake this prosecution. The men adhered 
to their statement, and had borne an excellent character. The 
affair occurred at a time and in a locality which made the 
circumstances suspicious, and the remedy was cheap and 
easily attainable by summons before a magistrate. 

The Irish Church Bill.—The Lords’ latest amendments 
were agreed to. 

The Trades’ Unions Funds Protection Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

The Metropotitan Building Act Amendment Bill passed 
through committee. 


July 24—The Zelegraphs Bill passed through committee. 


July 27.—Dividends on Government Scenrities.—My. Kin- 


tochange the system of paying the dividends on Government 
securities by the Bank of England. and to remit, as in the 
case of railway and other companies, dividend warrants to 
the Lolders of such stocks. 

Mr. Ayrton said that the subject had engaged attention 
with the view of the policy expressed in the question being 
carried out, but no arrangement could be completed in re- 
spect to the matter without the sanction of Parliament. 

The Municipal Franchise Bill—The Lords’ amendments 
Were agreed to. 


July 28.—The Capital Punishment Abotition Bill.—Mr. 
Gilpin moved the second reading. He instanced cases to 
show the uncertainty of capital punishments, and contended 
that it did not operate as a deterrent. 

Mr. R. N. Fowler seconded the motion. 

Mr. J. D. Lewis and Mr. Tipping opposed the bill. 

Serjeant Simon supported it. 

Mr. Hibbert could not vote for the bill, but hoped that 
there would be some legislation in accordance with the re- 
Port of the Royal Commission. 








Mr. Scourfield said two questions had been mixed 
up which ought to be kept perfectly distinct—of capital 
punishment, and the action of the Home-office. As to the 
sentence of death, it was said that it admitted of no reversal. 
But what sentence was it possible to pass without producing 
consequences which it was impossible to reverse? Some 
of the punishments which had been suggested as substitutes 
for the penalty of death could never practically be carried 
out. Whatever system might be adopted, it would always 
be necessary to keep on foot the punishment of death to 
meet cases of the highest atrocity. “By all means let 
capital punishment be abolished; let reverence for human 
life be observed—‘ gue messiewrs les assassins commencent. ” 

Mr Bruce could not support the bill. Not thathe was 
satisfied with things as they are. The law could not exist 
at all were it rot for the large discretionary power intrusted 
to the Home Secretary, which devolved upon him duties, 
not only of the most difficult, but of the most painful 
character. It was hard, for instance, to justify the con- 
tinued existence of a law under whichit was not merely 
in the power, but became absolutely the duty of the Secre- 
tary of State, fo remit sentences of death solemnly passed 
by a judge after verdict found by the jury. In accordance 
with long tradition in his office, it was the duty of the 
Home Secretary to remit the extreme sentence in all eases of 
infanticide. Another invariable custom was that no sentence 
of death was ever inflicted in a case where it was the 
opinion of the judge that it ought not to be inflicted. Then 
no inconsiderable number of cases arose where the judge 
passed sentence of death, himself disagreeing with the 
jury. In the two latter classes of cases, the Home Secre- 
tary, whether he agreed with the opinion of the judge or 
not, was bound, according to the practice, to abandon his own 
opinion and act upon that of the judge—morally bound, he 
meant, of course, for there was no legal obligation resting 
upon him beyond the precedents invariably recognised by 
his predecessors. A third class of cases, extremely difficult 
to deal with and exposing the holder of the office to com- 
ments, harsh and very frequently unjust, was when fresh 
evidence arose after the conviction of the offender; and he 
must say that, in his opinion, this was the weakest part of 
our present system, and one deserving the most serious con- 
sideration of the Legislature. ‘The case was that of a very 
poor class of persons, who either were unable to obtain 
legal assistance or, from. their position or perhaps from their 
previous character, excited but little sympathy inthe neigh- 
bourhood, and facts which might tell in their favour were 
not brought out till the consciences of those acquainted with 
those facts were aroused by the impending death of the 
convicts. In his short experience he had already had two or 
three signal instances in which evidence of the most un- 
doubted kind had been kept back, either from want of means 
on the part of the prisoner to have his case properly investi- 
gated, or from want of interest on the part of those by whom 
the evidence could be given. But he could not support the 
bill. He believed the punishment of death to be a very 
powerful deterrent. ‘The punishment of solitary confinement 
could not be carried beyond a certain extent without en- 
dangering the reason of the prisoner. And he understood 
that the period beyond which that punishment could not 
safely be continued was about two years. It had been 
found impossible to retain an effective hold over the con- 


| duct of the prisoner when the element of hope was ex- 


naird asked the Secretary to the Treasury if it was proposed | ¢luded. 


In his opinion the only sufferer under the present 
system was the Home Secretary, upon whom it imposed an 
immense amount of labour and anxiety. He had indicated 
to the best of his ability what he regarded as being the de- 
fects of the present system. He quite agreed that the letter 
of the law should be brought as far as possible into har- 
mony with its practice, and that it was a grave fact that 
there should be such a discrepancy between the number of 
persons sentenced to death and those who were executed, 
as introducing the element of uncertainty, and also agreed 
that steps should be taken to insure the fullest means of 
defence to the prisoner. But he was not prepared to go 
further; he was not prepared to say that in no case 
where the fact of desperate and intentional murder 
had been clearly proved the punishment of death should 
not be inflicted. Where the present law had failed 
was in consequence cf a laxity in the rules by which the 
crime of murder was defined. Juries, for instance, having 
refused, against the opinion of the judge, to convict 
in cases where the prisoners were drunk at the time of 
committing the murder. The hon. member had pointed 
to those cases as indicating a disposition on the part of 
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juries to shrink from convicting in cases where the offence 
was punishable capitally; but in his opinion it merely 
showed that the juries were inclined to exercise their own 
judgment as to what constituted wilful murder. Believing 
the law, as it stood, to be just, and believing that it was 
in accordance with the general opinion of the public, he felt 
bound to vote against the second reading of the bill 

Mr. Henley supported the bill. On a division the bill 
was thrown out by a majority of 118 to 58. 

The Sunday Trading Bill, and the Admiralty District 
Registries Bill were withdrawn. 

July 29.—The Coronation Oath—Mr. White asked the 
Attorney-General whether it was the fact that by reason 
of the late repeal of the legislative union of the churches 
of England and Jreland the statutory form of the Corona- 
tion Oath, so far as it related to the United Church of 
England and Ireland, was also virtually repealed ; and, if 
so, whether it was intended to submit to Parliament any 
measure whereby a new form of oath might be substituted 
for it. 

The Attorney-General said the words of the oath taken 
by her Majesty on her coronation were not words prescribed 
by any Act of Parliament. There were only two Acts where- 
by the form of oath had beenprescribed : 1 W.& M.s. 1, ¢. 6, 
Then followed 5 Anne, c. 8, s. 8, on the union between 
England and Scotland. This was the last statute prescribing 
the form of oath, or rather indicating its general character. 
The Act of Union, 40 Geo. 3, ¢c 67, made no mention 
of the Coronation Oath, but it united the two Churches of 
England and Ireland. Upon the accession of George IV. 
it became a matter of serious consideration whether some 
alteration of the Coronation Oath was not desirable, in 
order to meet the altered circumstances produced by the 
Union, and it was suggested by the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury that some change should be made in the terms of the 
oath. The matter was considered by the Lord Chancellor 
(Lord Eldon), and by the law officers of the Crown, of whom 
Lord Lyndhurst was one, and they gave an opinion that it 
was competent to the Privy Council to alter the words of 
the oath, and accordingly by Order in Council words were 
added adapting the oath to the altered relations between the 
Churches of England and Ireland. Upon the accession of 
her Majesty the question of the Coronation Oath was again 
considered, and the words which constituted the present 
oath as taken by the Queen were settled by the Privy Coun- 
cil. Ifthe Privy Council had the power to change the form 
of oath, and to adapt it to the union of the two Churches, 
they could in like manncr adapt the words to the separation 
of the two Churches; and ifso, it would not be necessary 


to pass any Act on the subject. Therefore it was not the | 
intention of the Government to bring in any measure relat- | 


ing to the Coronation Oath. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM HEPPLE. 

The death of Mr. William Hepple, formerly a solicitor of 
Bishop Auckland, Durham, took place on July 20th, at 
the residence of Dr. Arnold, of that town, under whose 
surveillance he had been placed by the Lunacy Commis- 
sioners. Mr. Hepple was certiticated in Michaelmas Term, 
1830, and was for some years in partnership with Mr. John 
Proud, jun., under the style of Hepple & Proud. He had 
been placed under Dr. Arnold's care on the 30th of June 
last, and the immediate cause of his death was the receipt 
of a letter which greatly excited him, causing paralysis. 





MR. THOMAS SMALLBONE. 

This gentleman, a solicitor of Coventry, died there on the 
18th July, in the seventiecth year of hisage. Mr. Small- 
bone was certificated as a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 
1830, but does not appear to have been in practice till 
within the last few years. 


MR. S. W. HAYNES, 

Mr. Samuel William Haynes, solicitor, of Warwick, and 
late coroner of that borough, died on the 19th July, at 
Milverton-crescent, Leamington, at the age of sixty-eight 
years. Mr. Haynes’s certificate as an attorney dates as far 
back as Hilary ‘Term, 1829, and he was formerly a partner 
in the Warwick firm of Haynes & Moore, his junior partner 








ing with himself. Mr. Haynes was a member of the In. 
corporated Law Society, and for many years filled the office 
of coroner of Warwick, and clerk to the magistrates of 
that borough. 





MR. W. M. PINDER. 
We have to announce the death of Mr, William Maquard 
Pinder, barrister-at-law, of Brookfield, Weston, near Bath, 
He was the elder brother of the late Rev. John H. Pinder, 
Canon of Wells and Professor of Theology in the college 
there. He was educated at Pembroke College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated B.A. (fifteenth senior optime) in 1815, 
Hie was called to the bar at the Inner Temple, in Easter 
Term, 1818, but has long retired from professional practice, 





MR. A. L. FERNANDES. 

The death of Mr. Antonio Lourenco Fernandes, barrister. 
at-law, occurred at Bombay, in the latter end of May. Mz, 
Fernandes was the third son of the late Mr. Braz Fernandes, 
who was for many years Portuguese and Brazilian consul 
at Bombay, which posts the deceased gentleman also filled, 
Mr. Antonio Fernandes was the first member of the Portu- 
guese community of Bombay who successfully competed for 
a position at the English bar. He was called at the 
Middle Temple, in January 1865, to the degree of barrister. 
at-law, and soon atter joined the bar of the High Court of 
Bombay. He held the honorary rank of captain in the 
Portuguese army, and died of a dropsical complaint which 
baffled all medical treatment. 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

AnnvuAL Reporr or THE COUNCIL SUBMITTED TO THE 
GENERAL MEETING OF THE Mempers, ON JULY 16, 1869, 
(Continued from p, 801.) 

Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. 

The Council have adverted in a former report * to the 
action taken by them with a view of protecting landowners 
from the oppressive operation of those sections of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, which tacilitate the 
acquisition of lands by the promoters of public under 
takings: which action resulted in the insertion of the 
following Clause in the Act of 1867.f 

“Where after the passing of this Act a company exercise 
the powers conferred on the promoters of the undertaking by 
section 85 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1846, the 
following provisions shall have effect :— ; 

(1.) fhe surveyor to be appointed as in that section 
provided shall be appointed by the Board of Trade 
instead of by two justices, and all the provisions of 
that Act relative to a surveyor appointed by two 
justices shall apply to a surveyor so appointed by 
the Board of Trade. 

(2.) The company shall give not less than seven days’ 
notice of their intention to apply to the Board of 
Trade for the appointment of a surveyor to any 
party interested in or entitled to sell and convey the 
lands in question, and not consenting to the entry of 
the company. 

(3.) The valuation to be made by the surveyor 9 
appointed shall include the amount of compensation 
for all damage and injury to be sustained by reason 
of the exercise of the powers conferred by the said 
section, as far as such damage and injury are capable 
of estimation. 

The sureties to the bond to be given by the company 
under that section shall, in case the parties differ, 
instead of being approved of by two justices, be ap- 
proved of by the Board of Trade, after hearing 
parties. 

With reference to the appointment of the surveyor by the 
Board of Trade instead of by two justices, under the 36th 
section of the above Act, Mr. Watkin, on the introductio 
last session of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act Ament 
ment Bill, moved the insertion of a clause which would ® 
effect have repealed the clause introduced at the instance 
this society, who objected that the powers conferred ups 








~~ 


(4. 


* See Annual Report, 1867-68. 





being Mr. George Moore, a solicitor of nearly equal stand- 


+ Railway Companies Act, 30 & 31 Vict. c, 127. 
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promoters, facilitating the acquisition of lands by them 
under the Act of 1845, were intended only to be had re- 
course to in cases of urgency where it was necessary, for the 

roper construction of the works, or the convenience of the 
public, that the promoters should obtain possession of the 
Jands in a summary manner before the amount of purchase 
money and compensation payable to the owners could be 
agreed upon. ’ ; 

These powers, owing to defects in the language of the Act 
of 1845, or to a laxity of practice, afforded promoters oppor- 
tunities, which they have frequently used, of acting most 
prejudicially to owners or claimants, and in a manner which 
could never have been intended by the Legislature. 

Landowners complained, and very justly, that although 
they might be actually in negotiation with the promoters on 
the subject of the compensation to be paid them for their 
land, the promoters could, without any notice to them, pro- 
cure a surveyor to be appointed by two justices, and actually 
take possession of the land; depositing in the bank, 
by way of security, the amount determined by the 
surveyor to be the mere dry value of it, and without 
taking into consideration the consequential damage, by 
severance or otherwise, to be sustained by the owner; and 
upon giving a bond with two sureties, of whose svfficiency 
the owner or claimant had no means of satisfying himself, 
ina penal sum equal only to the sum deposited. 

A letter was addressed to the Attorney-General, protest- 
ing strongly against the repeal of a clause involving a 
measure of such very great importance; and the Council 
forwarded to the Attorney-General a statement in writing, 
explaining their views on this subject, and showing, by re- 
ference to actual facts, the necessity for the amendment 
effected by the section which Mr. Watkin sought to have 
repealed. 

Tke Council also communicated with other members of 
Parliament on the same subject, but the bill was not 
proceeded with. 


Legal Education and Status of the Profession. 

In September last a meeting of the profession was held at 
Leeds with the view of discussing a paper written by Mr. 
Wn. A. Jevons, of Liverpool, with reference to the estab- 
lishment of a law university common to both branches of 
the profession, the degrees of which should be the sole 

_ basis of determining the status and rank in the profession 
of all practitioners alike; also in regard to the relation 
which exists between the two branches of the profession. 

At this meeting the following resolutions were passed :— 

‘That the present status of our branch of the legal pro- 
fession, and their exclusion from ail offices of honour and 
distinction, is unsatisfactory, and injurious to the interests 
of the public; especially having regard to the fact, that 
before admission to our branch of the legal profession, 
examinations of a stringent character as to knowledge of the 
law are required, whilst with respect to the Bar no test of 
legal knowledge is necessary. 

“That the tendency of modern legislation to continue 
and extend the exclusion of attorneys from various offices 
and appointments for which their education specially quali- 
fies them, calls for united action on their part to remove 
this injustice, and that it is only necessary to cali the atten- 
tion of the Bar and the public to the matter, in order to ensure 
their co-operation in devising a remedy. 

“That this meeting is of opinion that the time has come 
when provision should be made for the foundation of a law 
university, which should be open to both branches of the 
profession without distinction; and that the means of providing 
an institution already exist in the funds at the disposal of 
the Inns of Courts and Inns of Chancery, which were 
originally common to both branches of the profession. 

“That the foregoing resolution and the paper of Mr. 
Jevons be referred to a provisional committee for considera- 
tion, with instructions to invite the co-operation of the Bar 
and of our branch of the profession generally, and to report 
to a future meeting, to be summoned in such mode and at 
such place and time as they shall determine.” 

hese resolutions having been brought to the notice of the 
Council, it was thereupon resolved that the whole subject 
should be referred to a committee of their own body to con- 
fer with a special committee of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
Ynncial Law Association, and a committee formed out of the 
meeting held at Leeds in September, which is called the 
‘Legal Education and Status of the Profession Committee.” 
Several members of the committees thus associated contri- 





buted some valuable observations upon the subjects referred 
to them, and it appeared to the associated committee to be 
desirable that an inquiry shouid be instituted by the Gov- 
ernment, or the Legislature, into the whole system of legal 
education, and organisation, and professional status and 
remuneration. 

Having this object in view, it was considered by the 
associated committee expedient that the Lord Chancellor, the 
Prime Minister, and other authorities, and the Houses of 
Parliament, should be memorialised and petitioned to cause 
these subjects to be brought under consideration, and other 
efforts made to that end; and that the several branches of 
the profession, and all professional and other associations 
taking an interest in the subject, should be invited to take 
part in such efforts. 

The following propositions were also agreed to by the 
associated committee :— 

1. It would be right that the regulation as to admission 
to the Bar should be placed under Act of Parliament, as is 
the case as to attorneys and the medical profession. 

2. It is not right that the benchers of the Inns of Court 
should have the uncontrolled power of making rules which 
may place attorneys in a position more restricted than the 
rest of the public as to the right of admission to the Bar. 

3. That compulsory examinations ought to be established 
as to both branches of the profession. 

4. The establishments of the Inns of Court and the Inns 
of Chancery should be, under legal control, made subser- 
vient to purposes of legal education. 

5. We think it is not right that barristers should be 
allowed to exercise the offices of registrars in bankruptcy 
and probate, of common law masters, and of solicitors to the 
public departments, without passing such examination as the 
law has imposed on every solicitor before he can become 
qualified to be appointed to the same offices. 

6. Is it right that a barrister should be held irresponsible 
as to the performance of legal work, for the doing of which 
he has accepted fees, while a solicitor is held responsible ? 

7. It is not right that the rate of remuneration for the 
solicitor should be governed by fixed tariffs, whilst barristers, 
physicians, civil engineers, and other professional men, are 
allowed to determine for themselves the rate of remunera- 
tion. 

The Leeds exccutive committee were, therefore, re- 
quested to prepare, for the consideration of the associated 
committee a draft memorial, based on the above resolutions 
and propositions. 

At a subsequent meeting a draft of the memorial was 
very fully discussed, when it was thought desirable that it 
should be confined to legal education only ; and that the 
subjects of the responsibility of the members of the Bar and 
the remuneration of both branches of the profession should 
be reserved for future consideration. 

It was accordingly proposed that a memorial should be 
addressed to the Lord Chancellor, asking his lordship to in- 
troduce a bill into Parliament in such a manner as should 
seem desirable, for the following measures :— 

1. Regulating the conditions under which persons may 
be called to the bar, including the compulsory examination 
test. 

2. For the appropriation of the revenues of the inns of 
court and chancery ; and for the regulation of those inns 
for the purposes of legal education of students intending to 
enter both branches of the profession. 

And it was thereupon arranged that the draft memorial, 
as settled by the associated committee, should be submitted 
to the several governing bodies out of which that committee 
was formed. 

The Council of the society, having taken the subject of 
the proposed memorial into consideration, are not at present 
prepared to take action in the matter. The subject is too 
large to be disposed of without the most anxious discussion, 
to which the Council, and the committee of its members, 
will always willingly be parties. But the Council consider 
that tke opinion of the profession and the public is not at 
present sufficiently pronounced to justify them in attempt- 
ing to procure legislation on the subject. 


Law Reporting. 

Mr. William Williams, one of the members of the 
Council of this society, and its representative on the 
council of law reporting, was on his retirement, in accor- 
dance with the second clause of the scheme of law report- 
ing, unanimously re-appointed a member of that council. 
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State of Business in the Chambers of the Chancery Judges. 

The Council referred, in the last report, to the necessity 
which, in their opinion, existed for an increase of the staff 
in the chambers of some of the chancery judges, and that 
they had communicated with the proper authorities upon 
the subject. 

The members are, doubtless, aware that Mr. Joshua Bird 
Allen has since been appointed chief clerk in the chambers 
of the Vice-Chancellor James, and Mr. Henry Pritchard in 
the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Stuart. 


Rules under the Parliamentary Election Act, 1868. 
These rules came into operation in Michaelmas Term last. 
Under the 57th section of the Act of Parliament the 

permission to practise as agents in the matter of election 
petitions extends only to attorneys, and to those persons 
who, at the time of passing the Act, were entitled to prac- 
tise as Parliamentary agents ; but under the 58th rule the 
permission appeared to extend beyond the class of persons 
contemplated by the Act of Parliament. 

The Council, therefore, placed themselves in communica- 
tion with the proper authorities with a view to having the 
rule in question altered ; but they afterwards ascertained 
that the question had been raised before Mr. Justice Willes 
on the application of a person who was not an attorney, and 
had not subscribed to the Parliamentary roll at the time of 
the passing of the Act, and his Lordship had refused such 
application. 
necessary to take further notice of what, at first sight, 
seemed to be a manifest inconsistency in the language of 
the Act of Parliament, and of the rules. 


The Bankruptcy Bill, 1869. 

The most important bill before Parliament during the 
present session, so faras the administration of the law is 
concerned, has been the “ Bill to Consolidate and Amend the 
Law of Bankruptcy,” brought in by the Attorney-General 
and Solicitor-General. This bill, the general purport of 
which was to abolish officialism, and to take the administra- 
tion of bankrupts’ estates, toa great extent, out of the con- 
trol of the Court, and to place it in the hands of the cre- 
ditors themselves, as originally framed, was open to the most 
grave objections, owing no doubt in a great measure to the 
fact that it had evidently been drawn by a gentleman un- 
acquainted with the practical working of bankruptcy law. 

The Council, at an early stage of this bill, put themselves 
in communication with the Attorney-General, who received 
with a readiness and attention which the Council feel bound 
to acknowledge, all their suggestions ; and the result was, 
that before the bill was committed a considerable number 
of important amendments had been made in accordance with 


The Council, therefore, considered it un- | 





districts to cases only of plaints for goods sold “to be 
dealt with by defendant in the way of his trade.” 

The Council would have taken the opportunity of this 
bill being before the House to have presented a petition 
on the subject of the concurrent jurisdiction of the superior 
courts, had they seen any probability of such a step being 
attended with any useful result, but the Council were 
satisfied that in the present state of opinion in the House 
of Commons on the subject of the county courts any 
such petition would not have received attention, and they 
therefore confined their attention to endeavouring, as far 
as practicable, to improve the practice of the county courts 
and to remove the evils that now exist. For this purpose 
they proposed to introduce into the bill amendments for ex- 
tending its operation to a// claims, and to increase the 
scale of costs in cases under the intended Act. With this 
view the Council communicated with Mr. Norwood, who 
expressed his willingness to adopt the views of the Council, 
but oa the 28th May the order for resuming the adjourned 
debate was discharged and the bill withdrawn ; the House 
expressing an unwillingness to entertain any measures affect- 
ing the procedure of the courts pending the publication of 
the report of the Judicature Commission. 


Admiralty Jurisdiction (County Courts) Bill, 


A bill, under the title of the Admiralty Jurisdiction 
(County Courts) Bill, was brought into the House of Com- 


| mons this session by Mr. Norwood, Mr. Headlam, and Mr, 


Candlish. This bill, although by its title it purported only 
to affect admiralty jurisdiction, in fact proposed to transfer 
from the superior courts to the county courts, having 
admiralty jurisdiction, all claims not exceeding £300, 


' arising on charter parties, bills of lading, or other contracts 


respecting the use or hire of ships, or in respect of freight, 
demurrage, average, short delivery, or damage to cargo; and 
generally any claim “relating to any ship or the goods 
carried therein, except insurance.” 

The result of this bill would have been to hand over to 


' the county courts the most important and best class of busi- 


ness that at present occupies the attention of the common 
law courts; business of a character which at present the 
county courts are quite incapable of dealing with satisfac- 
torily; while it would leave the time of the common law 
judges to be occupied only with the most inferior kind of 


| litigation. 


The Council considered this measure to be open to the 
most serious objection, and accordingly three of their 
number waited on Mr. Norwood, and explained to him their 
objections to the bill, in the hope that he and his colleagues 
might be induced to withdraw it. They did not, however, find 


| that gentleman disposed to change his own views respecting 


the views of the Council, although the bill still contained | 


numerous provisions which appeared to be very objection- 
able. It was, however, not deemed necessary or desirable 
on this occasion to present a petition to the House on the 
subject, as the Council had the advantage of the valuable 
assistance in the House of one of their number—Mr. G. B. 
Gregory,—who ably urged their views in committee on the 
bill, and was instrumental in carrying some very important 
amendments, 

As the bill has yet to pass through the House of Lords, 


the Council do not consider it desirable here to enter into | 


any details as to the provisions of the bill in its present 
form, further than to state that they believe that the pro- 
posed transfer of the jurisdiction in bankruptcy in the 
provinces from the district courts to the county courts is a 
mistak2n measure ; but as the Government entertained very 
strong views upon this subject, and as those views were 
shared by so many members of Parliament taking an active 
part in commercial questions, the Council were satisfied 
that any opposition to this part of the bill would have been 
useless. 
County Courts Proceedings Bill. 

A bill was introduced into the House of Commons in the 
early part of this session by Mr. Norwood, Mr. Akroyd, and 
Mr. Mundella to “further facilitate proceedings in the 
county courts,” the principal objects of the bill being to en- 
able plaintiffs to sue in their own districts without the 
necessity of obtaining leave from the registrar ; to extend 
the operation of the Bills of Exchange Act, and the provi- 
Sioasas to judgment by default ; also to make the consent 
of the plaintiff necessary to authorise the judge to extend 
the time for payment. But the bill contained the vice of 
restricting the provision as to plaintiffs suing in their own 








the bill, andthe Council, therefore, determined to present a 
petition against it; but any further action on the part of 
the Council became unnecessary, as, for the same reasons as 
those which led to the withdrawal of the County Courts 
Proceedings Bill, the second reading of this bill was 
adjourned, and ultimately the bill was withdrawn. 

(To be continued.) 





HAMPSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 

The first annual dinner took place on ‘fhursday at the 
Pier Hotel, Southsea, when the following solicitors were 
among those present:—Mr. C. B. Hellard, President (in 
the chair), Mr." H. Ford (Vice-President), Mr. Cousins 
(Secretary), Mr. A. Besant (Treasurer), Mr. Webb, M:. 
Provis (Iarcham), Mr. Binsteed, Mr. A. S. Blake, Mr. W. 
Reade (Ringwood); Mr. Goble, Mr. Long, Mr. W. H 
Ford, Mr. H. Reed, and Mr. E. P. Joyce. 

After the usual loyal toasts the Cuatrman proposed “ Prose 
perity to the Hampshire Law Society ” which was responded 
to by Mr. Cousins, who, in the course of his speech, observed 
that the importance of law societies in their influence (as 
composed of practical lawyers) on legislation was great 
(cheers). The chairman’s health was proposed by Mr. 
Binsteed in eulogistic terms, and was responded to. 

Mr. W. Reape then proposed at some length the health of 
the executive officers, and drew forth loud cheers and laughter 
when he said the solicitors were the most powerful body in 
England, for they virtually made the highest temporal subject 
—the Lord Chancellor, and distributed the prizes of the bar, 
deducing from these facts the importance of such societies 
in keeping the solicitors’ branch of the profession pure and 
efficient in every way (cheers), 
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Mr. Forp responded, and after complimenting Mr. Reade 
in graceful terms, spoke of the years past during which he 
had wished to see the starting of such a body as the Hamp- 
shire Law Society. He knew well the main object of its 
working should be to benefit both solicitors and clients, and 
he believed they would gain public favour by raising the 
character of the profession (cheers). 

Mr. Provis proposed ‘* The Press’ and Mr. Buaxs “ The 
Ladies,” to which Mr. Joyce responded, and the proceed- 
ings terminated. 

The objects of the society are in all ways to raise the 
tone and elevate the status and guard the true intcrests of 
the profession. 








COURT PAPERS. 
COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Vacation Novice. 

During the vacation all applications to the Court of 
Chancery which are of an urgent nature are to be made 
to or at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir William 
Milbourne James. 

Allapplications ev parte are to be sent to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor James, by book post or parcel, prepaid, accompanied 
with the brief of counsel, endorsed with the terms of the 
order applied for, and an envelope capable of receiving the 
papers to be returned, with sufficient stamps affixed thereon 
and addressed as follows :—*‘ To the Registrar in Vacation. 
Chancery Registrar’s Olfice, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.” 

On application for injunctions or writs of ve exeat regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affidavits 
in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor, with any order 
his Honour may make thereon, will be returned direct to 
the registrar. 

All applications for leave to give notice of motion only 
may be made to the chief clerk at chambers. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on appli- 
cation at his JLonour’s chambers, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 

JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 

During the vacation, until further notice, all applications 
which are necessary to be made at the judges’ chambers 
are to be made at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor 
James. 

Parties desiring to make any urgent special application to 
the Court during tke vacation are to apply at the said 
chambers for an appointment. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor James will be open 
on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in each week 
from eleven till one o’clock. 








Mr. William Brunner, solicitor, of Oxford, and coroner 
for that city, has been presented, by the Lord Chancellor, 
with an elegant and massive silver inkstand, in commemora- 
tion of his services as agent to his Lordship during the time 
that he, as Sir William Page Wood, represented Oxford in 
Parliament. The following inscription is engraved on the 
inkstand :—“''o William Brunner, Esq., from William 
Page Lord Hatherley, in friendly remembrance of his 
representation of the city of Oxford in Parliament, 1847—53.” 
The present was accompanied by the following letter 
from Lord Hatherley :— 

31, Great George-street, S.W. 
July 21, 1869. 

My dear Mr. Brunner,—I hope that simultaneously with this 
you will receive a silver inkstand, which I beg you to accept as a 
slight remembrance of our early and pleasant connection in 
public life. The kind reception I met at Oxford, and the con- 
tnued and firm friendship of your fellow-citizens, first encou- 
raged me in ny hope of being useful in the Legislature. ‘The 
demands, however, that the duties of my new position made 
upon my time were such, that I felt myself compelled to resign 
either my professional or political work ; very reluctantly 
I retired, therefore, from Parliament, believing that the more 
obvious call upon me was that of the duty to which I had all 
my life been trained. Much to my own surprise, and I might 
almost say regret, I have again been called to public life. I feel 
that my preparation for its duties was made whilst I had the 
high honour of representing pn city, and I feel, too, how much 
Towe to your services when 1 was yet an unknown and untried 
man. Every recoJlection connected with Oxford is pleasing to 





me, and I hope you will believe that, when from time to time 
your eye falls on my small offering.—I remain, yours faith- 
tully. HATHERLEY. 


Twice MArRigED AND Twice Divorcrp.—The American 

apers report a singular case just tried in the Court of Common 
Pikas. The lady in the case (Simonet v. Simonet) was the 
defendant, and it appeared from the testimony of the clergyman 
who officiated that she was married a second time before Mr. 
Simonet yielded his claims. The second husband, on discovering 
the fact, procured a divorce, and now the first husband also 
obtains a divorce on the ground of the second marriage and of 
some irregularities outside of either marriage. ‘The decree was 
made on the 9th inst. 

ELectTivE JupGEsKirs.—The advantages of clecting judges 
by popular suffrage are perhaps illustrated by the following 
mysterious paragraph cut trom an American paper :—‘ Gilbert 
C. Walker, who is now 1unning for governor of the state of 
Virginia, was formerly a member of the Chicago bar. In 1861 
when the democrats and republicans united, and run what was 
then called a union ticket, the citizens finding that these two 
elements would not mix any more than oil and water, and being 
much dissatistied with the ticket, met in «a public meeting and 
selected forty mcn whose duty it was to nominate a new ticket. 
These men on account of their number were called the forty 
thieves. They performed their task with so much judgment 
that the ticket nominated by them was mostly elected. Mr. 
Walker was nominated on this ticket for judge of the county 


” 


court of Cook county,” &e. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Qvoration, July 30, (869. 
(From the Uficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
% per Cent. Consols, 53} Annuities, April, 85, tL 15-15 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 5, 933 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aus. 1490s 
3 per Cent. Reduced 93} Ex bills, £1000, — par Ct 9pm 
New 3 per Cent., 934 Ditto, £500, Do —¥ pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Jitto, £109 & £200, — Ipm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 76 Bank of England Ssoex, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct, (last balf-vear) 244 
Annuities, Jan. 780 — Ditto for Accouns, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.'74, 209xd, Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C.,Jan.’72 105§ 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1105 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, °80 112 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 'S8 101 Do. bo.,5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — | Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £10025 pn 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.924| Ditto, ditto, under £ivuo, 25 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Shres. Railways. id, | Closing prices+ 





Stock | Bristol and EXeter ..o...sccccsscesssssesseees ai 
Stock | Caledonian.......00+ 

Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ., 

Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .. 

Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2, 
Stock | Great Northern .cscssscssccceee sees 

SEOGK | — Dig MA SEGORO scccccacssscecacisccescassnscause 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock | Great Western—Uriginal ......., 

Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford., 

Stock Do., O.—N@wWPoOPr crcccocceccees 

Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire . 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast. 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover....... 
Stock | London and North-Western...., 

Stock | London and South-Western ..... 

Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln. 
Stock | Metropolitan. ...cccseesseeersceeseceees 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock; North British ... 

Stock | North London ... 

Stock} North Staffordshire.. 

Stock} South Devon ......... 

Stock; South-Eastern . ° . 
OGRE ERIE Wave vans saccc <incntcdnsinetacadcccscsesiccndes | Oe 











* A receives uo dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The passing of the Irish Church Bill caused the funds to open 
at a considerable improvement, which was maintained for several 
days. Latterly the approach of the vacation and consequent 
close of accounts has occasioned flatness in the market. The 
moncy demand is exceedingly light, and it is anticipated that 
anot her fortnight will witness a further reduction of the Bank 
rate. 

The directors of the London and County Bank propose pay- 
ing a dividend at the rate of 17 per cent. per annum for the 
half year ending June 30. 
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ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
July 21.--By Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bovusrietp. 
Copyhold residence, kuown as West Lodge, Middie-mall, Hammersmith , 
annual value £50 per annum—sold £900. 
Copyhold cottage, situate in Middle-mall, let at £15 per anuum—sold 
£240. 


Freehold and copyhold, two houses, Nos, | and 2, Waterloo -place, 
Hammersmith, let on lease at £28 prrannum—soid £850. 

Freehold plot of land and four cottages, situate at Merton, Surrey—sold 
2310. ’ 


July 22.—By Messrs, Newson & Harpine. 

Freehold premises, known as the Crown Tavern, No. 42, Holborn, let on 
lease at £90 per annum—sold £2,150. 

By Messrs. Harps, Vaucuan, & Lzircnitp. 

Freehold ground rent of £150 per annum, arising from ninety-five 
shops, houses. and premises in and near Lambeth-walk—sold £4,700. 

Freehold ground rent of £52 per annum, secured on Thrale House, 
Mitcham-road—sold £!,100. 

Freehold, The Grapes Tavern, No. 85, St. Mary Axe, City, let at £30 
per annum—sold £1,000, 

Contingent reversion to two-thirds of £1,106 1s. 94. Three per Cent. 
Bank Annuities. receivable on the decease of a lady aged 75 years, 
contingent on two of her children, aged 39 and 87 years, surviving 
her—sold £270. 

Absolute reversion to one-third of £1,150 Consols, expectant on the 
death of a lady aged 79 years—sold £.00. 

July 23.—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold residence, with stabling and pleasure grounds, known as the 
Persepolis, Wimbiedon-park, containing nearly 5 acres—sold £7,850. 

Freehold, 13a 3r 34p of building land, situate on East Cliff, Broadstairs, 
Kent—soid £6,000. 

Freehold residence with stabling, pleasure grounds, and paddock, con- 
taining about 4 acres, situate in Hanger-lane, Stamford-hill —sold 
£3,750. 

Leasehold, 2 houses and shops, Nos. 80 and 31, Praed-street, Paddington, 
let on lease at £60 per annum; term, 52 years unexpired, at £i2 per 
annum—sold £900. 

July 26.—By Mr. WHITTINGHAM. 

Freehold building land, situate at Tooting, Surrey,in 39 lots; lots lL to 
114 comprised previous sales; lots 119 to 121 sold £74 each; lot 122 
sold £145. 

Freehold building land, situate at Beulah Spa, Norwood, in 31 lots ; 
lots 1 to 3!5 comprised previous sales; lot 351 sold £68; lots 332 to 
335 sold £32 each. 

July 27.—By Messrs. Cutsnock, Gatswortny, & Cainnock, 

Leasehold, two houses, Nos. 26 to 28, Clifton-road, Dalston, producing 
£86 per aunum ; term, 95 years from 1865, at £13 10s. per annum— 
sold £890. 

Leasehold hiouse, No. 34. Sandringham-road, Dalston, producing £42 
per annum; term, 95 years from 1865, at £6 103. per annum—sold 
£430. 

Leasehold house, No. 36, Sandringham-road, Dalston, annual value £42 
per annuin; term, 95 years from 1865, at £6 10s. per annum—sold 
£440. 

Leasehold, two houses, Nos. 21 and 23, Montague-road, Dalston, pro- 
ducing £72 per annum; term, 95 years from 1865, at £12 per annum 
—sold £570, 

Leasehold house, No. 19, Montague-road, Dalston, let at £36 per 
annum ; term, 95 years from 1865, at £6 per annum—sold £330. 

Leasehold, No. 3%, Sandringham-road, Dalston, let at £43 per annum ; 
term, 95 years from 1965, at £6 per annum—sold £430. 

Leasehold, two honses, No. 40 and 42, Sandringham-road; term, 95 
years from 1865, at £13 per annum-—sold £800. 

July 28.—By Messrs. Harps, Vavenman, & LeircuiiLp, under the orders 
of Mr. Fleming, Q.C., and Mr, R. J. Cust, Commissioners of the 
Weat Indian Incumbered Estates Court. 

Two sugar plantations, known as Hawes and Mercer’s Creek, containing 

309 acres, situate in the Island of Antigua—sold £3,000. 

Sugar estate, known as Longville, Jamaica, containing 2,719 acres— 
sold £1,820, 

Orange-hill and Amity Hope estate, containing 764 acres, situate at 
Tobago—sold £2,200. 

Burleigh Ca and Spring-garden estate, containing 733 acres, situate 
as above d £1,600, 

Montrose estate, containing 809 acres, situate as above —sold £209. 

Constradt estate, containing 240 acres, situate as above—sold £205. 

Richmond Vale and Go'den Grove, in the island of St. Vincent, con- 
taining 654 acres—sold £5,500. 

July 29.—By Messrs. Pricxetr & Son. 

Freehold residence, situate in High-street, Harrow —sold £650. 
Freehold house and land, situate in Nether-street, Finchley—sold £310. 
By Messrs. Wttson Brotuers. 

Freehold estate, known as Heathfield, Keston, Kent, comprising resi- 
dence, grounds, and meadows, containing 36a Or 14p—sold £6,650. 

Erratum in last week’s “ Journal,” 
July 20.—By Mr. M. Matruews. 

nae the Cavendish Hotel, Eastbourne—sold £10,000—should be 

#,000. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

FOWLER—On July 24, at Teignmouth, the wife of C. W. Fowler, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 

RUTHERFURD—On July 23, at 6, St. Stephen’s-square, Westbourne- 
park, the wife of Henry Rutherfurd, Esq., Buarrister-at-Law, of 
Fairnington, of a son. 

DEATHS. 

DEAN—On July 25, George William Cuming Dean, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Grove Villa, Ash-grove, South Hackney, and 27, New Broad-street, 
aged 45. 

WALLINGER—On July 23, Rosamond Ellen Julia, the infant daughter 
of J. N. A. Walliager, aged nearly 11 months. 





—— 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


GMinding-up of Zoint Stork Compaures. 
Fripay, July 23, 1869. 
TLiMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Aerated Bread Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for reduein, 
the capital from £500.000 to £123,600, presented April 19, directeq b 
be heard before the Master of the Rolls on July 31. Wilson & (y 
Copthal'-bldgs, solicitors for the company. ‘ 

Gresham House Estate Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for 
reducing the capital from £240,000 to £120,000, presented July 19 
is now pending. The list of creditors is to be made out as for Sept L 
Fox & Robinson, Gresham House, Old Broad-s*, solicitors to the com. 


pany. 
Hop Planters Joint Stock Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Jama; 
has fixed Aug 4, at 12, for the appointment of an official liquidator, 
Tvespay, July 27, 1869. 
LimttED IN CHANCERY. 
Croscombe Chemical Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Stuart has, 
by an order dated July 16, ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Prance, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor for the petitioner. 


HFriendly Docteties Dissolved, 
Frrpay, July 23, 1869. 


Waggon and Horses Inn Friendly Society, Cottage Inn, Catshill, near 
Bromsgrove, Worcester. July 15, 

Creditors under Estates tn Charneery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, July 23, 1869. 

Barker, Thes, Oldham, Lancaster, Esq. July 31. Litler v Whitehead, 
V.C. Malins. Harwar, Oldham. 

Butler, Walter, Brighton, Sussex, Wine Merchant. Aug 20. London 
and Meditteranean Bank (Limited) v Butler, V.C. Stuart. Denny, 
Coleman-st. 

Claypon, Bartholomew, Baanch-hill, Hampstead, Esq. Sept 30. White 
v Lane, V.C. Stuart. Lane, Lombard-ct, Clement’s-lane. 

Cooke, Hy, Barford, Warwick, Malster. Aug 20. Cooke v Carter, V.C, 
James. Austen & Co, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’ s-inn. 

Gething, Margaret, Llanguicke, Glamorgan, Widow. July 30. Morgan 
» Thomas, V.C. Malins. vans, Llandovery. 

Harrison, Jas, Leamington’ Priors, Warwick, Esq. Aug 
Fisher, V.C. Stuart. Fisher, jun, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Goddard, Thos, Ramsbury, Wilts, Tanner. Sept 1. Goddard v Jones, 

M. R. Rowland, Ramsbury. 
Hughes, John Young, Park-row, Greenwich, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
ept 1. Fountain v Hughes, V.C. Malins. ‘Tarrant, Bond-ct, Wal- 
brook. 

Clinton, Geo, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Architect, Sept 2. Jones v Parker, 
M. R. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Tabberner, John, Stone Bridge, Warwick, Innkeeper. Sept2l. Rowley 
v Palmer, V.C. Stuart. East, Birm. 

Sole, Wm Chas. Oxford-ter, Edgware-rd, Gent. Sept 21.  Tancock ¢ 
Sole, V.C. Stuart, Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

TuEspay, July 27, 1869. 

Dennett, Mary, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. Sept 1. Sander 
son v Burchall, V.C. Malins. Barrow, St Helen’s. 

Green, Chas Fras, Leamington, Warwick, Clerk. Oct 11. Green 
Morris, V.C. Stuart. Caddick, Westbromwich, 

Hardyment, Joseph Mace, Silfield, Wymondham, Norfolk, Farmer. Oct 
ll. Hardyment v Hardyment, V.C. Stuart. Winter & Francis, 
Norwich. 

Hedges, Wm, Hendon,Gent, Sept!. Bourne v Warner, V.C. Malins. 
Asprey, Furnival’s-inn. 

Jacobsohn, John, Upper Woburn-pl, Merchant. Oct 1.  Peninsnlar, 
West Indian, and Southern Bank (Limited) v Jacobsohn, V.C. James. 
Spyer, Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 

Kingsland, David, Wye, Kent, Farmer. Aug 17. Chittenden o Kings- 
land, M. R. Kinsford & Co, Ashford. 

Napier, Chas Fredk, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Chief Constable. Oct tl. 
Chapman v Maxwell, V.C. Stuart. Wilde & Co, College-hill. 

Tibbey, Wm, New Bond-st, Greengrocer. Sept2l. Goldsmid v Ti'bey, 
V.C. Stuart. Waghorn, Kennington-pk-rd. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
(Omitted in Gazette of July 20. 

Cull, Robt, Jersey-lodge, Norwood-lane, Dulwich, General Advertiser. 
Sept). Hughes & Co, Austin-friars. 

Freemantle, Sir Chas Howe, Grosvenor-st, Admiral, R.N. Oct 20. 
Freshfields, Bank-bldgs. 

Harvey, Wm, Wedmore, Somerset, Gent. July 30. Foster, Wells. 

Heath, John, Checkley, Statford. Aug 3. Flint, Uttoxeter. 

Hine, Wm, Notting-hill-ter. Sept 15. Fisher, Doughty-st, Mecklen- 
burgh-sq. 

Hooper, John, Sydenham, Kent, Wholesale Confectioner. Sept lL 
Clarke & Co, Coleman-st. 

Horsfall, John, otherwise Dodgson, Halifax, York, Innkeeper. Aug 16 
Thomas, Halifax. 

— Thos Lowten, Somerset, Esq. Aug 3!. Farrer, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, 

Jervis, Thos Barlow, Manch, Banker. Sept 18.  Cunliif2 & Lea, 
Manch. 

Leighton, John, Nottingham, Wholesale Paper Dealer. Sept 20. Hogg, 
Nottingham. 

am, John, Southampton, Builder. Aug 7. Theobald, Furnival’s 
pn. 

Lockey, Rev Francis, Somerset, Clerk. Aug 3l. Cunliffe & Beaumont, 
Chancery-lane, 

Lowe, Wm, Coventry, Watch Mannfacturer, Oct 1. Browett, 
Coventry. 

Maclean, Hector, Sydenham, Kent, Esq. Sept }. Raimondi, Houghtot- 
st, New-inn. 

Probert, Wm, Kington, Uereford, Auctioneer. Sept 1. Bodenham & 
Temple, Kington, 


, 
‘ 


. Fisher o 
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Walcott, John Edwd, Winkton-lodge, Christchurch, Southampton, Ad- 

miral R.N. Nov 1. Boys & Tweedies, Lincoln’s-inn-tields, 
Fripay, July 23, 1869. 

Arthur, Sarah, Upper Bedford-pl, Widow. Aug 25, 
phen’s-rd, Shepherd’s-bush. ; 

Brewin, Helen, West Malvern, Worcester, Spinster. 
wood, Cheltenham. 

Bromilow. Sarah Ann, Birkdale, nr Southport, Lancaster, Widow. Oct 
1, Scott & Son, Wigan. 

Brown, Thos, Ludgate-hiil, Esq. Oct 1. Tatham & Sons, Staple-inn. 

Cohen, Joseph Coleman, Birm, Merchant. Sept 29. James & Griffin, 


Easton, St Ste- 


Aug 21. Ling- 


irm. 

eau. — Lock, Bath, Commander R.N. Aug 3l. Falkner & 
alkner, Bath. 

ont. Geo Anderson, Richmond, Surrey, Esq. Oct 1. Tooke & Co, 
Bedford-row. 

Davies, Thos, Carnedd, Montgomery, Gent. Sept |. Woosnam, New- 

wn. 

hae Wm Haggis, Belsize-pk-gardens, St John's-wood, Fish Sales- 
man. Sept!. Henderson, & Redhead. Fenchurch-st. 

Garnett, Edwd, Bowness, Westmorland, Gent. Oct 20. Fisher, Win- 
dermere. 

Greenway, Wm, King’s Norton, Worcester, Manufacturer, 
Unett & Page, birm. 

Gunter, Lucy Jane, Burnham, Somerset, Widow. 
Burnham. 

Holliday, Rowland, Gildersome, York, Coal Proprietor. 
cherd, Morley, nr Leeds. 

Jameson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Butcher, 
castle-upon-l'yne, 

Jenkins, Thos, Hereford, J.P. 


Sept 29° 


Sept 4. Brice, 


Oct 18. Scat- 


Septl. Barr, New- 


Aug 31. Fryer, Gray's-in-pl, Gray’s- 
inn, 

Jeston, Alfred Francis Wm, Malmesbury, Wilts, Surgeon. Sept 30. 
Phillips & Son, Abchurch-lane. 

Kalloway, Martha, Gibsori-sq, Istington, Spinster. 
Macarthur, Essex-st, Strand. 

Lavington, Harry, Basingstoke, Hants, Gent. 
Southampton, 

Little, Benj, Upner, Kent, Gent. Sept }. 

Mercer, Richd, Nottingham, Bookseller. 

Morris, Wm, Devonshire-st, Captain R.N. 
bidgs. 

Powell, Geo, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Upholsterer. 
wood, Cheltenham. 

Ross, Thos Rolph, Bengal, Engineer. 
chambers. 

Shuter, Joseph, Gt Marton, Lancaster, Esq. 
Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 

Wilcoxon, Ellen, Tarvin, Chester, Chandler. 
church ; Bridgman & Co, Chester, 

Wild, Wm, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. 
Sheftield. 


Sept |. 
Sharp & Oo, 


Copinger & 

Sept l. 
Prall, Rochester. 

Aug 16. Heath, Nottingham. 
Oct i. Freshfield, Bank- 

Septl. Ling- 

Aug 10. Titt, Old Jewry- 

Aug 31, 


Sept |. 


Devonshire, 
Jones, Whit- 
Oct i. Branson & Son, 


TueEspay, July 27, 1869. 


Beadle, John, South Ella, York, Esq. Oct 25. Holden & Sons, Hall. 

Birch, Susannah, alias Annie Shaw, Fulham-pl, Paddington, Sapt 10. 
Brockman & Harrison, Folkestone. 

—_ Thos, Edenfield, Lancaster, Gent. 

ury. 

Collins, Sarah, Tonsley-hill, Wandsworth, Spinster. 
Co, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Cooper, Geo Fredk, Fingringhoe, Essex, Gent. 
Dennis, Colchester. 

Cowley, Jas, Hendon, Middlesex, Builder. 
row, Holborn. 

Costa, Benj Mendes, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. 

Howlett, Brighton. 

Dennant, Jane Pearce, Westbourne-pl, Eaton-sq, Widow. 
Finch & Finch, Clifford’s-inn. 

Garrett, Sir Robt, K.C.B, Pall Mall, Major-General. Sept 1. 
& Co, Bedford-row. 

Gibson, Sir Jas Brown, Northampton, Knight-Commander of the Bath. 
Sept 23. Beck & Greene, Northampton. 

Harris, Wm, Stratford St Mary, Suttolk, Gent. 
Son, Colchester. 

Hebblethwaite, Jas, Halifax, York, Fishmonger. 
Halitax. 

Hill, Wm, Waterioo-pl, Shepherd’s. bush, Gent. 
John-st, Bedford-row. 

Lufkin, Jas, Maldon, Essex, Oyster Merchant. 
Maldon. 

Monteith, Alex, Aberystwith, Cardigan. Sept 1. Bubb, Aberystwith. 

Nixon, Henrietta Maria, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Spinster. “Sept 22. 
Young & Co, Essex-st, Strand. 

Orchard, Georgiana, Lunatic Asylum, Norwood, Spinster. 
Ditchman, Margaret-st, Cavendish-s 1 

Parke, John, Lpool, Minister. Sept 15. Wright & Co, Lpool. 

Pears, Archibald, Allenheads, Northumberland, Grover, 
Bainbridge & Millican, Alston. 

Scott, Thos, Earlsheaton, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Oct 15. Chad - 
wick & Son, Dewsbury. 

Theakstone, Hy, Lpool, Sharebroker. Sept15. Wright & Co, Lpool. 

aes, Mary, Southampton, Spinster. Aug 30. Newman, Southamp- 


Aug 3l. Whitehead & Son, 
Eyre & 


Neck & 


Sept }. 
Oct 16. 
Sept 8. Turner, Bedford- 
Clalke & 


Aug 28. 


Sept 1. 
Gregory 


Sept 4. Philbrick & 


Septl. Thomas, 


Septl. Eyre & Co, 


Aug 25. Digby & Son, 


Aug 17, 


Dee 31. 


in 

Thompson, Emma Lonisa, Church-rd, Stoke Newington, Spinster. Aug 
31. Walters & Gush, Finsbury-circus. 

Walters, Hy, Bath, Somerset, Esq. Oc 1. 
Coln’:-inn. 

Whitmore, Wm, Beckenham, Kent, Eq. Aug 25. Walters & Co, New-sq, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Worthington, John, Davenham, Chester, Gent. 
Northwich, 


Geeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Yaipay, July 23, 1869. 
Adams. John, Rotherham, York, Grocer. June $8. Asst. Reg 


Walters & Co, New-sq, Lin- 


Sept 1. Cheshire, 


Altham, John, Lancaster, Grocer. July 7. Asst. Reg July 20. 





‘ Jones, Peter Melvern, Lpool, Timber Merchant. 
| Kettlewell, John, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Shoemaker. 


, King, Robt, Sheffield, Lithographer, 





Baker, Joseph, Earl-st, Blackfriars, Iron Merchant. July 16. Comp. 
Reg July 21. 

Batchelor, Stephen, Kent-house-rd, Sydenham, Foreman. 
Comp. Reg July 20. 

Batley, Wm, Thornbury, York, Joiner. 
July 22. 

Bennett, Cornelius, Shifnal, Salop, Professor of Music. 
Reg July 21. 

Birch, Richd, Accrington, Lancaster, Grocer. 
July 22. 

Bowen, Benham Chas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Hay Dealer. 
Comp. Reg July 23. 

Bruce, Jas, York, Grocer. June 26. Asst. Reg July 21. 

Chillingworth, Jcseph, & Hy John Bowen, New Bond-st, Wine Mer- 
chants. July 5. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Creed, Wm, Birm, Cabinet Maker. June 24. Comp. Reg July 22. 

Crosley, Hy, Sheffield. Innkeeper. June 25. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Dixon, Wm, Lancaster-mews, Cornwall-rd, Notting-hill, Painter. July 
13, Comp. Reg July 20. 

Douglas, Benj, Sunderland, Durhata, Grocer. 
July 23. 

Durrant, Thos, Oxford-st, Estate Agent. July 17. 
July 20. 

Eaves, Jas, Lpoo!, Ginger-beer Manufacturer. 
July 22. 

Edwards, Thos, Blackheath, Kent, Schoolmaster. June 19. Comp. Reg 
July 23. 

Fillans, Wm, Huddersfield, York, Silversmith. June 8. Comp. Reg 
July 20. 

Garland, Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Silversmith. 
July 21. 

Glazier, Fredk, Horncastle, Lincoln, Grocer. June 25. Asst. Reg 
July 21 


July 5. 


July 16. Comp. Reg 


July 5. Comp. 


July 5. Comp. Reg 


Jaly 16. 


June 25. Comp. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


July 3. Comp. Reg 


July 8, Comp. Reg 


y 21. 

Guthrie, John, Munch, Wholesale Milliner. June26. Asst. 
July 23. 

Hesseldeun, Wm, & John Bedford, Halifax, York, Joiners. 
Asst. Keg July 20. 

Hopkins, John Musham, New Wortley, York, Grocer, 
Reg July 20. 

Howell, Hy, Bristol, Accountant. Juné25. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Isaac, Saml, & Saul Isaac, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-st, Merchants. 
June 21. Inspectorship. Reg July 22. 

Jones, Emily, Chepstow, Monmouth, Milliner. 
July 2. 

Jones, Thos Wm, Gyffylliog, nr Ruthin, Denbigh, Draper. 
Comp. Keg July 21. . 


Reg 
June 22, 


June 16. Asst. 


July 1. Asst. Reg 


July 9. 

July 2. Inspeetor- 

ship. Reg July 22. 

July 17. Asst. 

Juze2l. Asst. Reg July 21. 

Lander, Joan Gilbert, Yiewsley, Middlesex, no occupation. June 235. 
Comp. Reg July 2}. 

Lawrence, Fredk Hall, & Chas Blunt, Leicester, Curriers. 
Comp. Keg July 20. 

Lilly, John, East-rd, City-rd, Clothier. 
July 22. 

Marsden, Joseph, Manch, Fringe Manufacturer. 
Reg July 20. 

Morton, Wm, Southport, Lancaster, Music Seller. 
July 21. 

Oddy, Saml, & Edwd Oldfield, Salford, Lancaster, Machine Makers. 
June 23. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Oldfield, Job, Slubden, York, Worsted Spinner. June 24. Asst. Reg 
July 20. 

Parkin, Wm, Rotherham, York, Innkeeper. 
July 19. 

Peake, Hy, jun, Birkenhead, Chester, Saddler. 
Reg July 21. 

Perrin, fly, Gorton, nr Manch, Butcher. 
July 21. 

Poppleton, Hy, Leicester, Worsted Spinner. 

uly 22. 

Pratt, Geo, Portsea, Hants, Baker. June 19. Asst. 

Price, John, Lpool, Plumber, June 28. Comp. 

Roberts, Annie Eliz, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. 
July 17. 

Robertson, Wm, Victoria-st, Westminster, Gent, 
Reg July 19. 

Rushworth, Danl, Bradford, York, Staff Merchant. 
Reg July 22, 

Saunders, John, Lpool, Grocer. June 28. 

Seaman, Edwd, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. 
July 21. 

Semple, Chas, Lpool, Shipwright. June 28. Asst. Reg July 20. 

Shaw, Jas, Rochdale, Lancaster, Brush Manufacturer. June 29. Comp. 
Reg July 21. 

Simons, Thos Walter, Oxford-villas, Loughborough-rd, North Brixton, 
Gent. July 2. Comp. Reg July 19. 

Snowdon, Wm, Jarrow, Darham, Tailor. 
July 22. 

Sussman, Sigismund Jacques, Skinners-pl, Sise-lane, Commission Mer- 
chant. June29. Comp. Reg July 22. 

Sykes, Saml, Bradford, York, Worsted Spinner. July 6. Comp. Reg 
July 21. 

Thomson, Jas Sword, Lpoo!, Broker. June 23, 

Wallace, Geo, New Ferry, Chester, Brick Maker. 
July 19. 

Watts, John Geo, Kingston-upou-Hull, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Comp. Reg July 20. 

Winearls, Wm, Pentney, Norfolk, out of business, 
Reg July 21. 


Reg July 23. 


July 16. 


July 15. Comp. Reg 


June 16. Asst. 


June 26. Asst. Reg 


June2l. Comp. Reg 


June 7. Inspectorship. 


June 28. Comp. Reg 


June 25. Asst. Reg 


Reg July 22. 
Reg July 21. 
July 3. Comp, 


Reg 


June 235. 


Comp. 


June 25. Asst. 
Asst. Reg July 21. 


July 9 Comp. Reg 


July 10. Comp. Reg 


Asst. Reg July 21. 
July 1. Asst. Reg 


June 23 


June 19. Comp. 
TvuEsDay, July 27, 1S69. 
Abrahams, Alfred, & Lewis Abrahams, High-st, Whitechapel, Clothiers. 
July 17. Comp. Reg July 23. 
Ann, Edwin, Lpool, Cartowner. July 12. Comp. 
Bakewell, Hy, & Joseph Walker, Birm, House Agents. 
Reg July 26. 


Reg July 26. 
July 12. Comp. 
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Barton, John pone Gt Win sbialitiiieg Metal Factor. July 17. Asst. 
Reg July 23 

Betts, Benj, W ellingborough, Northampton, Victualler. June 30. Asst. 
Reg July 24, 


Bielby, Matthew, Beverley, York, Butcher. June 29. Comp. Reg 
July 23. 

Brassey, Joseph, Birkenhead, Chester, Baker. June 29. Asst. Reg 
July 24 

Brooks, Saml, jun, Nottingham, Draper. June 21, Asst. Reg 
July 2 


Buekenham, Robt Chas Grimwood, Bardwell, Suffolk, Butcher. June 
23. <Asst. Reg July 26. 
Cammell, Wm Hy, & Wm Tnekett, Luton, Beds, Ironfounders. June 


26. Insnectorship. Neg July 24. 

Clouke, Richd, Uckfield, Sussex, Innkeeper, June 30. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 

Cook, Wm Jobling, Hampstead-rd, Grocer, Julv 1. Comp. Reg 
July 23, 

Cooper. Wm, Rochester, Kent, Barge Owner. July 1. Asst. Reg 
July 26 


Cottic, John Jas Harrington, Benet-st, St James, Lieut. Srd West 
India Regiment. Ju'y 10. Comyn. leg July 23. 


Davidson, Andrew, Berwick- -upon-Tweed, Draper. June 3. Asst. Reg 


July 26. 
Edwards, Joseph, Ruabon, Denbigh, Blacksmith, June 30. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 


Fancott, Edmd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. July 3. Comp. 
Reg Jnly 26. 

Field, John, & Chas Sturges, Oldbury, Worcester, Iron Manufacturers, 
June 28. Comp. Reg July 26. 

Finch, John, Chorley, Lancaster, Innkeeper. 
July 26, 

Gardner, Martha Amelia, Upper Whitecross-st, Grocer. 
Reg July 27. 

Gentel, Thos, Lincoln, Malster. 

Goad, John, Ulverston, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Suly 24. 

Goodbody, Wm, & Jas Mansfield Rutland, Borough, Grocers. July 14. 
Comp. Reg July 27. 

Griffith, John Delane, Thos Arthne Griffith, & Fredk Parris Sanders, 
Lichfield, Staflord, Brewers. June 11. Asst. Reg July 24. 

Gurney. Saml, Arlington-st, Camden-town, Builder. July 17. Comp. 
Reg July 27. 

Hall, Wm, South Shields, Durham, Bootmaker. 
July 24. 

Hart, Charlotte, Northampton, Milliner. July 10. Comp. Reg 
July 26. 

Haworth, Mary, 
Reg July 26. 

Hendriks, John, Harrington-st, Hampstead-rd, Copperplate Printer. 
April 7. Comp. Reg July 26. 

Herring, Edwa Fras, Moorgate-st, Auctioneer. July 14, Comp. Reg 
July 23, 

Hobson, Chas Albert, Rochdale, Lancaster, Tailor. June 28. Asst. 
Reg July 27. 

Huntley, Edwd, George-st, Croydon, Perfumer, July 17. 


June 28. Asst. Reg 
June 30. Comp. 


June 29. Conv. Reg July 24, 
July 5. Asst. Reg 


July 10, Comp. Reg 


it Harwood, Lancaster, Grocer. June 28, Comp. 


Comp. Reg 


July 22, 

Kilby, Hy John, Filey, York, Hotel Keeper. June 28. Comp. Reg 
July 22, 

Le Tall, Albert John, Shefficld, Grocer. July 3. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 


Lindsay, Mary, and Sarah Lindsay, }Walkden, Lancaster, Provision 
Dealers. june 28. Asst. Reg July 24. 
Line, Isaac, Wycombe Marish, Bucks, Chair Maker. July 13. Comp. 
Reg July 26. 
Lipscombe, John Edwd, & Robt Peach Tatam, Manch, Filter Manufac- 
turers. July 20. Comp. Reg July 26. 
Lund, Geo, Manch, Cloth Agent. June 17. Asst. Reg July 26. 
Martin, Edwin, Horndean, Hants, Draper. June 15. Conv. Reg 
July 23. 
Mayson, John, Upper East Smithfield, Licensed Victualler. 
Asst. Reg July 26. 
Morris, John Brown, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Tanner, June 30. Asst. 
Reg July 26. 
Moss, Altred Wm, eee -sq, Blackfriars-rd, Hat Manufacturer. July 5. 
Comp. Reg Jal y 2 
Naylor, Geo, Sheficld, Saw Manufacturer. 
July 26. 
Pe 4, Bernhard, Huddersfield, York, Innkeeper. June 29. Asst. Reg 
uly 24, 
Ransley, Wm, Leeds, 
July 27, 
Rebinson, hg Twidale, 
Reg July 
Rowlands, Edvd, Everton, nr Liverpool, Builder. July 21. Asst. Reg 
uly 24, 
Scott, Thos, Lpool, Comm Merchant. June 2l. Asst. Reg July 26, 
Seymour, Hy, Clarendon-rd, Notting-hill, Ironmonger. Ju!y 1. Comp. 
Reg July 26. 
Sherwin, Hy Wm, Tabernacle-walk, Finsbury, Axle Tree Maker. 
July 22. Comp. Reg July 26, 
Shuff, eae Gladstone-st, Wandsworth-rd, Builder. 
Reg July 
5 ‘ain Spalding, Lincoln, Plumber. 
ul 
Smith, Saml, Halifax, York, Grocer. June 19. Asst. Reg July 26. 
Smith, Jas, Leagrave, Bedford, Farmer. July 2. Comp. Reg July 26. 
Suckling, Fred Herbert, Ulverston, Lancaster. June 23. Asst. Reg 
uly 26 
Taylor, Jeremy, Bishop Auckland, & John Taylor, Merrington, Durham, 
Grecers, June 2%, Asst. leg July 26. 
Thatcher, Manning, Brighton, Bird Fancier, July 17. 
July 23. 
Theses, B tichd, Treherbert, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 8. Comp. Reg 
uly 27. 
Tillett, Jas, Park-ter, Holloway, Builder. 
July 26. 
Trowbridge, Geo, Lpoo}, Printseller. June 25. Comp. 


July 16, 


June 25. Asst. Reg 


York, Linen Merchant, July 9. Comp. Reg 


tafford, out of business. July 9. Comp. 


July 3. Asste 
July 1. 


Comp. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


June 30, Asst. Reg 
Reg July 24, 
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adie, Reg July 2 27. 


Walton, Thos, Lpool, Baker. July 16. 
June 26, Comp, 


Warren, Miriam, Macclesfield, Chester, Bookseller. 
Reg July 24. 

White, Chas Fredk, Newport, Monmouth, Draper. 
July 27. 

Wood, Joseph, sen, Lemon-valley, Rotherhithe, Rope Merchant, July 


July 2. Asst, Reg 


17. Comp. Reg July 23, 

Woods, oo. Blackburn, Lancaster, Joiner. June 25. Asst, Reg 
July 

W vin head ium, Nether Knutsford, Chester, Bank Manager. June 
29, Asst. Reg July 23. 


Bankrupts 
Faipay, July 23, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 

Attersoll, Wm, Chatham, Kent, Auctioneer. Pet July 19. Pepys. Ang 
3atl, Nickinson & Co, Chancery-lane, for Prail, Rochester. 

Baxter, Wm Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, AdjJuly 13. Augg 
at ll. 

Blenkarn, Alfred Bower, Friern-villas, Friern-pl, Peckham, Insurance 
Agent. Pet July 20. Pepys. Aug 4datl. Hodgson & Son, Salis 
bury-st, Strand, 

Bransbury. Geo, Littl:hampton, Sussex, Plumber. 
Gatl. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st Without. 

Brown, Thomas, Winchester, Hants, Trainer of Race Horses. Pet 
July 19. Penys. Aug 4at1l2. Kearsey, Old Jewry. 

— . Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj July 15. Ang 9 


Pet July 19. Aug 


Come. ‘predk Wm, St John’s-rd, Hoxton, Dealer in Tripe. 
Aug6atl. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Chambers, Thos Hodgson, Grenville-st, Brunswick-sq, Coal Merchant, 
Pet July 20. Aug 6atz. Townend, Queen-st, Cheupside. 

Cole, Jeremiah, Un‘on-rd, Retherithe, out of business, Pet July 19 
Aug6atl. burt, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Coyle, Ignatiua Fras, Gt Portiand-st, out of business. Pet July 17, 
Ang 5 at2. White, Russell-sq. 

Crozier, Wim, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 13. 
4atl. 

Davys, Wm, & Walter Le2 Davys, Old Charlton, Kent, Plumbers. Pet 
July 19. Aug Gat 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Dawson, John Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 16 (for pau), 
Brougham, Aug jdat2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Dowman, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Bury Sc Edmunds. Adj July 13, 
Pepys. Aug 4 at 2. 

Dunn, Peniston, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 12. Aug9 
at ll 

Frey, Wm, Cullum-st, Fenchurch-st, Eating-house Keeper. 
19, Aug 6atl2. Murray, Gt St Helens. 

Gajer, Charlotte, Cottage-grove, Bow-rd, out of business, Pet July 16. 
Aug 5 at!2. Payne, Bedford-row. 

Gibbings, Wm, Prisoner tor Debt, London. 
4at 2, 
Gibson, Robt, Old Fish-st, Warehouseman. 
ll at2. Jores, Queen's-st, Cheapside. 
Godbolt, Geo, Gorleston, Suffolk, Builder. Pet July 20. 
9atl. Treherne & Wolferstan, Aldermanbury. 

Goodall, John, Prisoner tor Debt, London. Adj July 14. Pepys, Aug 
4a 9 

Sadie, Fredk, Sion-row, Twickenham, Portrait Painter. Pet July 15. 
Augidatll. Hicks, Frances-ter, Hackney-wick. 

Hebert, Jas Deane, Francis-st, Newington-butts. Pet July 15. Pepys, 
Aug 4 atl. Henderson & Co, Fenchurch-st. 

Herbert, Hy Chas Joce, Blandford, Dorset, Chemist. Pet July 21. Aug 
9at2. Marsden, Friday-st; Atkinson, Blandford. ’ 

Higginbotham, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 14. Pepys, 
Aug 4 at 12. 

Hilder, Nelson Albert, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 17 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug6at2. Kent, Cannon-st. 

Hill, Caroline, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 21 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug 9at2. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Holley, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. AdjJuly 13. Aug 9atll. 

Howell, Wm Jones, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. AdjJuly 15. Aug 
9at il. 

Jones, Robt Slade (commonly known and called by the name of 
Robt Boxley Heath), Medwiu-cottages, Chase Side, Southgate, 
Lecturer. Pet July 2!. Pepys, Aug4at 2. Webb & Webb, Austin- 
Friars, 

Kelly, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 16 (for pau). Brougham. 
Aug 6 at tl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Lee, Robt, Putney, Saddler. PetJuly 19. Aug6atl2. Peverley, Gres- 
ham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Lovell, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 17 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug 6at2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Maliphant, Chas Godfrey, Russell-ter, Milton-rd, Herne-hill, Builder. 
Pet July 12. Aug ll atll. Howard, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Mason, Joseph, Deptford, Kent, Baker. Pet July 17. Aug 6 at 12, 
Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

May, John, Green-st, Leicester-sq, Boot Maker. 
atl. Harris, Walbrook-bldgs, Walbrook. 

—, Alex, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 13, Pepys. Aug 


Pet July 16, Aug 5 atl. 


Pet July 19, 


Pepys, Aug 


Pet July 


Adj July 14. Pepys. Aug 


Pet July 14. Pepys. Aug 


Murray, Aug 


Pet July 21. Aug9 


Mott, Macey, Hendon, Middlesex, Builder. 
Trimmer, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Moxey, Frank, Dale-rd, Kentish-town, Builder. Pet Jaly 17, Augé 
at 2. Strutt, Adelphi-ter, Strand. 

O’Brien, Walter, Prisoner for Debt, Reading. Adj July 17. Aug 


at 12. 

Oibell, Thos, Hampton-ct, Plumber. PetJuly 19. Augé6 at 12. ° Camm, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Palmer, John, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj July 15, Aug9 
at 12. 

Pavitt, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj July 15. Aug 9 at 12 

Phillips, Jas, Clareuce-yard, Cumberland-st, Hackney-rd, Cabinet 
Maker. Pet July 21, Aug9%atl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

nanos, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 13. Pepys. Aug 
4 at 


at 2. 
Sargent, Wm, Triangle-pl, Back-rd, Kingsland, General Shop-keepét 
Pet July 19, Aug6atl. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick. 
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= 
Thos, President-st East, Goswell-rd, General Dealer. Pet! July 

3), Aug9atl. Johnson, Bedford-row. 
Sheppard, Hy Francis, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 14. Pepys. 


Aug 4at 1. Bs ; 

south, Anthony Galloway, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 14. 
Aug 9 at 

Synnett, A 


Il. 
“ame, Hy Jas, Gloucester-st, Myddelton-st, Clerkenwell, Leather 


Case Manufacturer. Pet July 20. Aug2at12. Pope, Gt James-st, 
Bedford-row. ; 
Waugh, Ym Petrie, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 13. 
ug 4at 2. 

wane, Wn, Whitecross-st, Grocer’s Assistant. 
at 12. Matthews & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Weston. John Hy, Kennington-rd, Lambeth, Chandelier Manufacturer. 
Pet July 16. Pepys. Aug 4 at12. Sydney, Jewry-st, Aldgate. 

White, Francis, Nunhead, Licensed Victualler. Pet July2. Aug 11 at 
ll, Fisher, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 

Youn . Thos, Bristol-gardens, Maida-hill, Livery Stable Keeper. 
Pet July 19. Murray. Aug 6 at 11. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Alderton, John, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich, Adj May 18. Francklin, 
Attleborough, Aug 5 at Il. 

Allen, John, Torquay, Devon, Saddler. Pet July 19, Exeter, Aug 3 
at 12. Bishop, Torquay ; Floud, Exeter. 

Arrowsmith, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Kingston-upon-Hull. Adj July 
14, (on aud from the 28th May, 1869). Phillips. Kingston-upon- 
Hull, Aug 3 at 11. 

Banbury, John, Exeter, Grocer. Pet July 10, Daw. Exeter, Aug 2 
at 11, Trehane, Exeter. 

Bannister, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj July 17. Lpool, Aug 


Pepys. 
Pet July 16, Aug 5 


3 at 1. 

Barber, Wm Hy, Nettingham, Lace Manufacturer. Pet July 19. 
Tudor. Birm, Aug 3at}1. Heathcote, Nottingham. 

Bate, Chas, Shrewsbury, Salop, Butcher. Pet July 21. Peele. Shrews- 
bury, Aug 9at 10. Morris, Shrewsbury. 

Baxter, Dan, Lane Top, Lenthwaite, York, Flock Dealer. Pet May 
19, Jones. Huddersfield, Aug 6 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Beake, Jas, Bristol, Beer Retailer. Pet July 19. Wilde. Bristol, 
Aug 4at ll. Miller, Bristol. 

Beer, Geo, Truro, Cornwall, Master Mariner. Pet July 19. Chilcott. 
Truro, Aug 4at4. Carlyon & Paull, Truro. 

Beswick, Joseph Thos Holland, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj July 
9. Kay. Manch, Aug 5 at 9.30. 

Biddle, Jus, Hereford, Eating-house Keeper. Pet July 19. 
Hereford, Auz 21 at 10. Carless, jun, Hereford. 
Braham, Saml, Leeds, General Dealer, Pet July 19. 

ll. Harle, Leeds. 

Buckingham, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 18. Hime. 
Lpool, Aug 4 at 2. 

Burchell, Jas, Steyning, Sussex, Market Gardener. Pet July 21. 
Evershed. Brighton, Aug9 at 1l. Mills, Brighton. 

Catling, Jesse, Mold-green, Huddersfield, York, Journeyman Cooper. 
Pet May 13. Jounes,jur, Huddersfield, Aug 6 at 10. Learoyd, Hud- 
dersfield. 

Collinge, Sam], Rochdale, Lancaster, Brickmaker. Pet July 20. 
Jackson. Rochdale, Aug 4at 10. Harris, Rochdale. 

Cotterell, John, Kempsey, Worcester, Grocer. Pet July 19. 
Worcester, Aug 3 at J1. Rea, Worcester. 

Crook, Geo, Pembury, Kent, Beer Retailer. Pet July 19. 
Tonbridge Wells, Aug 6 at 3, Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

crookes, St John, Penshaw, Durham, Commission Agent. Pet July 
19, Gibson. Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 6 at 12. Snowball & 
Allison, Sunderland, 

Crow, Geo, Lpool, Brewer. Pet July 20. 
Thornley, Lpool. 

Dandy, John, Gt Driffield, York, Bricklayer. Pet July 20. Tonge, 
Gt Driffield, Ang 30 atll. Allen, Gt Driffield. 

Darling, Wm, Burnoptield, Durham, Grocer. Pet July 19. Booth, 
jun. Shotley Bridge, Ang 9 at 1, Clavering, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 

Davies, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 16. Hime. 
Lpool, Aug 6 at 3. 

Davis, Benj, Mountfield Sussex, General Dealer. Adj July 16. Young. 
Hastings, Aug 5 at 11. 

Dillon, Chas Jas, Leeds, Comedian. Pet July 12. Leeds, Aug 2 at 11. 
Tempest, Leeds. 

Duthie, Wm, Birkenhead, Chester, Greengrocer. 
Birkenhead, Aug 6 at 10. Moore, Birkenhead. 

Edwards, Jas Geo, Maidenhead, Berks, Builder. Pet July 17. Darvill. 
Windsor, Aug 3 at 11. Smith, Windsor. 

Egan, John, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Cabinet Maker. Pet July 
20. Wilde. Bristol, Aug 4 at 11. ‘Tennant, Aberavon ; Henderson 
& Salmon, Bristol. 

Evans, Evan, Trevor, Denbigh, Butter Dealer. Pet July 15. Reid. 
Wrexham, Aug 3 at 12. Sherratt, Wrexham. 

Evered, Clara Mira, Hartest, Suffolk, out of business. Pet July 20. 

. Andrews. Sudbury, Aug5 atl2. Salmon, Bury St Edmund’s. 

Genfuarth, Wm Williams, Llanddanielfab, Anglesey, Farmer. Pet July 
19, Dew. Llangefni, Aug 5 at li. Jones, Menai Bridge. 

Grundy, Wm, Mountorrell, Leicester, Joiner. Pet July 20. Tudor. 
Birm, Aug 3at 11. Goode, Loughborough. 

Harvey, Jas Mark, Oxford, Stationer. Pet July 16. Dudley. Oxford, 
Aug 3at10. Thompson, St Ebbs. 

Hawker, Wm, Grimley, Worcester, Coal Dealer. Pet July 20. Crisp. 
Worcester, Aug 3 at 11. Tree, Worcester. 
ead, Thos, Skelton, Cumberland, Doctor. Pet July 19. 
Penrith, Aug 4 at 10. Cant, Penrith. 

Hepple, Wm Robt, Gateshead, Durham; Comm Agent. Pet July 19. 
Ingledew. Gateshead, Aug 3 at 12. Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Hughes, Alfred Wilson, Topsham, Devon, out of business. Pet July 16. 

xeter, Aug 2 at ll. Friend, Exeter. 

ingram, Wm, Coventry, Warwick, Baker. Pet July 16. Kirby. Coven- 
try, Aug 3at3. Horner, Coventry. 

Jeavons, Job, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Labourer. Pet June 28. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, August 2at 12. Best, Willenhall. 


Reynolds, 


Leeds, Aug 9 at 


Crisp. 


Alleyne. 


Hime. Lpool, Aug 9 at 2. 


Pet July 20. Wason 


Varty. 
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i. 
ndrew, Prisoner for Debt, London. AdjJuly 14. <Aug9 | 





Jones, David, Rhymney, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet July 20. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 4 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Jones, Saml Wynne, Hawarden, Flint, Comm Agent. Pet July 22. 
Lpool, Aug 3 at 11.30. Cartwright, Chester. 

Kendall, Geo Jas, Nottingham, Auditor. Pet July 20. Tudor. Birm, 
Aug 3 at ll. Maples, Nottingham. 

Kida, Chas Hy, York, Butcher. Pet July 19. Perkins. York, Aug 9 
atll. Mann, York. 

King, Edwd, Chesterfield, Derby, Tailor. Pet July 15. Wake. Chester- 
field, Aug 10 at 1l. Cutts, Chesterfield. 

Langworthy, Lewis, Ridgefield, Manch, Merchant. 
dell. Manch, Aug 4at12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Leigh, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 16. 
Aug 6 at 3. 

Lloyd, Edwd, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Baker, Pet July 20. Tudor. 
— Aug 6 at 12, Griffiths, Bishops Castle; Hodgson & Son, 

irm. 

Long, Wm, Kidderminster, Worcester, Chemist. Pet July 17. Talbot. 
Kidderminster, Aug 2 at 11. Crowther, Kidderminster. 

— Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj July 14. 

atll. 

Merrick, Herbert, Worcester, Journeyman Stonemason. Pet July 19. 
Tudor. Birm, Aug 6at12. Tree Worcester. 

Midwood, Geo, Huddersfield, York, Lime Burner. 
Huddersfield, Aug 6at 10. Sykes Huddersfield. 

Morrine, John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Assistant. Pet July 19. Bolton. 
Blackburn, Aug 9 atl, Hall, Blackburn. 

Muschamp, Wm Featherstone, West Hartlepool, Durham, Comm 
Agent. Pet July 19. Child. Hartlepool, Aug 10 at li. Todd, 
Hartlepool. 

Phillips, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Monmouth. Adj July 14. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 4 at 1]. 

Potts, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj July 16. Gibson. New- 
castle-upon-lyne, Aug 6 at 11.30. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Sandford, Horace Vavasour, Colsterworth, Lincoln, Physician. Pet 

July 20. Tudor. Birm, Aug 3at 11. Ashwell, Nottingham. 

Sheard, Walter, Blagden, York. Journeyman Blacksmith. Pet July 
1. Jones. Huddersfield, Aug 6 at 10. Booth, Holmfirth. 

Sleight, Edwd, Bradford, York, Grocer. Pet July 19. Leeds, Aug 9 
atll. Rhodes, Bradford; Simpson, Leeds, 

Smart, Saml, New Dock, Worcester, Provision Dealer. Pet July 21. 
Walker. Dudley, Aug5 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Stavenhagen, Julius, Bradford, York, Tobacconist. Pet July 21. Leeds, 
Aug 9atll. Berry, Bradford ; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Stephenson, Timothy, Hetton Colliery, Durham, Labourer. Pet July 
9. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 6 at 12. Hoyle & Co, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. . 

Tunniclife, Edwd, Denstone, Stafford, Farm Bailiff. Pet July 20. 
Tudor. Birm, Aug 6at lz. Welby & Son, Uttoxeter ; James & 
Griffin, Birm. 

T unnicliffe, Wm, Northwood, Stafford, Journeyman Miner. Pet July 
20. Tudor. Birm,Aug6 at 12. Welby & Son, Uttoxeter ; James & 
Griffin, Birm. 

Tuson, Hy, Sheffield, York, Butcher. Sheffield, 
Aug 6atil. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Turton, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Boat Haulier. Pet July 14. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Aug 2 at 12. Langman, Wolverhampton. 

Wade, Hy, Cardiff, Glamorgan,Ship Chandier. Pet July 19. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 4 at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Walker, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj July 17. 
2at ll. 

Warrene, Sarah Ellen, Gravesend, Kent,no occupatian. Pet July 20. 
Southgate. Gravesend, Aug 7 at 12. Peckham, Doctors’-commons. 

Webster, David, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Jwly 17. Lpool, Aug 

at ll, 


Pet July 13. Far- 


Hime. Lpool, 


Lpool, Aug 


Pet July 13. Jones. 


Pet July 20. Wake. 


Lpool, Aug 


Williams, John, jun, Colcham, Shrewsbury, Baker. Pet July 21. 
Peele. Shrewsbury, Aug 9at10. Morris, Shrewsbury 

Woodcock, Joun, Rotherham, York, Labourer. Pet July 19. 
Rotherham, Aug 9 atl, Willis, Rotherham. 

Wrigglesworth, Fredk, Wigan, Lancaster, out cf business. 
16. Williams. Ludiow, July 26 at 10. Weyman, Ludlow. 

Yeomans, Richd Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, Mauch. Adj July 9. 
Salford, Aug 5 at 9.30. 

TuEspay, July 27, 1869. 
To Surrender in London, 

Bayfield, John Taylor, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 21 (for pau), 
Brougham. Aug llat 12. Lilley, Trinity-st, southwack. 

Chawner, Darwin Frank, Stoke Newington-rd, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Pet July 22. Aug ll atll. Swann & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Collier, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet July 20 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug ll atl. Perry, Guildhall-chambers, Basiugiall-st. 

Cracknell, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 23 (ter pau). 
Brougham, Augi2at12. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Else, Fredk Edwd, Westbourne-grove, Wine Merchant. 
Aug l2at 12. Gole, Lime-st. 

Gardner, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 19 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug 6at2. Morison, Southwark. 

Ginger, Geo, New Barnet, Herts, Builder. Pet July 22. Pepys. 
ll at2. Earle, Bedford-row. 

Houston, Geo, Holborn, no occupation. Aug 11 at 12. 
Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Jacob, Lawrance, Warwick-rd, Maida-hill, Factor of Faney Goods. 
Pet July 20. Aug6at2. Harris, Moorgate-st. 

Kitchiner, John, Northumberland-pk, ‘ottenham, out of business. Pet 
July 21, Aug ll atl. Popham, Vincent-ter, Islington. 

Lovegrove, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt. London. Pet Juiy 21 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug ll ati. Drake, Basinghall-se. 

O’Neil, Fras Sam}, Kingsland-rd, Plumber. Pet July 21. Aug 9 at 2. 
Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 

Ord, Joseph, Long-lane, Bermondsey, Engineer. 
atl. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Pate, John Leaden, Cambridge, Builder. Pet July 24. 
Ravenscroft & Co, Gt James-st, Kedford-row. 

Quail, Edwin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 21 (for pau). 
Brougham, Aug 11 at12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Ratley, Thos, Vernon-ter, Portobello-rd, Notting-hill, Ironmonger. Pet 
July 20. Aug9 atl. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 


Newman, 
Pet July 


Kay. 


Pet July 23. 


Aug 


Pet July 22. 


Pet July 19. Aug 6 
Aug 12 at 12. 
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Reid, Ar chibald, Bucklersbury, Merchant. Pet July 15. Aug 12 at 11. 
Start, [ronmonger-lane. 

Reilly, Geo, Brighton, Sussex, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
Aug 9at2. Runnacles, Brighton. 

Sancto, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 23 (for pau). 
Brougham. Aug 12atll. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Saurbrey, Peter, Prisoner for Dedt, London. Pet July 23 (for pau), 
Pepys. Aug liat2. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Shaw, Hy, Borough-rd, Southwark, Printer. Pet July 20. 

Hepburn, Bird in Hand-ct, Cheapside. 

Turner, Hy, Ridgway-rd, Wimbledon, Grocer. 
atl. Tempany, Bedford-row. 

Venn, Robt John, Broadstairs, Kent, Licensel Victualler. Pet July 23, 
Aug 12at12. Walker & Mogjen, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 

Walker, Joseph Emblin, Chiswick, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 21. 
Aug 9 at 2. Holmes, Finsbary-pl. 

White, Geo, Bunhill-row, Old-st, St Luke’s, Coffeehouse Keeper. Pet 
July 21. Aug 9at2. Hutson, Upper Clifton-st, Finsbury. 

Williams, Thos Humphrey, Edward-ter, St George’s-rd, Peckham, Piano- 
forte Tuner. Pet July 22. Aug ll at ll. Evans & Laing, John-st, 
Bedford-row. 

Wright, Hy, Stoney Stratford, Buckingham, Plumber. 
Pepys. Aug ll at2,. Saunders & Co, Birm. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Barratt, Sam!, Lancaster, Fish Dealer. Pet July 22. Dunn. Lancaster, 
Aug 13 at 10. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Berry, Joseph, Oswestry, Salon, Writing Clerk. Pet July 21. Croxon. 
Oswestry, Aug 14 atil. Jones, Welshpool. 

Bird, Thos, Stanton-by-Bridge, Derby, Coal Dealer, 
Weller. Derby, Aug 18 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

Bradbury, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj July 22, 
Birm, Aug 6 at }2. James & Griffia, Birm. 

Brookes, Edwd, Llandudno, Cirnarvon, Cab Proprietor. 
Hughes. Conway, Aug3at12, Jones. 

Cantrell, Geo Hind, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Grocer. 
Hubbersty. Burton-on-Irent, Aug 18 at 11. 
Trent. 

Carter, John, Aycliffz, Durham, Cartwright. Pet July 20. 
Darliugton, Aug9 at 10. Robinson, Darlington. 

Cloney. ‘thos, Warwick, Foreman. Pet July 19. Tibbits. 
Aug7 at ll. Sanderson, Warwick. 
Coxon, Wm, Derby, Journeyman Joiner. 

Aug 18 at 12. Heath, Derby. 

Cunliffe, John, Salford, Lancaster, Joarneyman Iron Moulder. Pet 
July 22. Hulton. Salford, Aug 7 at 9.30. Ambler, Manch. 

Dearden, Peter, Farnworth, Lahcaster, Beerseller. Pet Jaly 24. 
Hoiden. Bolton, Aug 11 at 11, Ramwell, Balton. 

Dodge, Chas, East Coker, Somerset, Carpenter. Pet July 20. 
Yeovil, Aug6 ati2. ‘Watts, Yeovil. 

French, Frodk Jas, New Ferry, Chester, out of employment. Pet 
July 24. Wason. Birkenhead, Ang 10 at2. Gray, Lpool. 

Gerrard, Wm, Reading, Berks, Boot Maker. Pet Jaly 23. 
Reading, Aug l4atil. Smith, Reading. 

Harding, Chas, Birm, out of business. Pet July 2. 
Aug 6 at :0. Parry, Birm. 

Harper, Richd de Lara, Mold, Flint, Innkeeper. 
Aug 9atll. Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Harrison, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj July 17. 
9at Ll. 

Harrison, Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Manch, Aug 6 at 12. 

Hughes, Wm, Cilowen, Flint, Farmer. 
Aug 10at10. Williams, Khyl. 

Kirkpatrick, Joseph, Carlisle, Butcher. 
lisle, Ang 10 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Langler, Sam}, Torquay, Devon, ont of business, Pet July 26. Exeter, 
Aug 10 at1l. Hooper & Wollin, Torquay; Force. Exeter. 

Lee, Thos, Monk’s Coppenhall, Chester, Grocer. Pet July 19. Brough- 
ton. Nantwich, Aug 3at 10. Sheppard, Crewe. 
Louch, Wm, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Baker. 
Hobbes. Stratford-on-Avon, Aug 9 at Ll. Greves, 

Avon. 
Mandetlick, Jas, Lpool, Metal Broker, 
ll. Forshaw & Co, Lpool. 

Marples, Wm, New Mills, Derby, Saddler. 
Chapel-en-le-Frith,’ Ang 10 at 11. 

Mawby, Alfred, Derby, Lace Maker. Pet July 7 (for pau). 
Derby, Aug 18 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

May, Daniel, Dudley, Worcester, Provision Dealer. 
Tudor. Lirm, Aug 6ati2. James & Grifiin, Birm. 

McCarthy, Patrick, Cheetham,nr Manch, Waste Manager. 
19 (for pau). Dunn. Lancaster, Aug 13 at 10. 
Lancaster. 

Mellor, Joseph, & ily Mellor, Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Chester, Silk 
Dyers. Pet July 23. Brocklehurst. Macclesfield, Aug 6 at 11, Hig- 
ginbotham & Barclay, Macclesfield. 

Moore, Wm, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 22. 

Cooke, Gloucester. 


Gioucester, Aug 7 at 12 

Morice, Geo, Aberystwith. Cardigan, Attorney. Pet July 23. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 6 at 11. Henderson & Salmon, Bristol. 

Parkin, Joseph, Bradford, York, Joiner. Pet July 23. Bradford, 
Aug 10 at 9.15, Wilson, Bradford. 

Pickering, John, Dalton-in-Furness, Miner. Pet July 19, Postlee 
thwaite. Ulverston, Aug }2 at 10, Jackson, Ulverston. 

Poole, Sydney, Corfe, Somerset, out of business, Pet July 23. Meyler. 
Taunton, Aug7 at 2. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 

Pope, Fredk Fras, Rainham, Kent, Smith. Pet July 24. Hills. Sit- 
tingbourne, Aug 12 at 12, Parsons, King William-st, Charing - 
cross. 

Saul, Thomas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj June 18(for pau). 
Myres. Preston, Aug 7 at 10. Plant & Abbott, Preston. 

Searles, Geo, Maidstone, Kent, Boot Maker, Pet July 10. Scudamore. 
Maidstone, July 31 at 11. Goodwin, Maidstone. 

Selby, Edwd, Derby, out of business. Pet July 23. Tudor. Birm, 
Aug 10 at ll. Heath, Derby. 

Smith, Jas, Derby, Brassfounder. Pet July 16. 
18 at1l2, Allen, Derby, 


Pet July 21. 


Aug ll atl. 


Pet July 23. Aug 11 


Pet July 13. 


Pet June 29. 
Tudor. 
Pet July 19. 


Pet July 21. 
Wilson, Burton-on- 


Bowes, 
Warwick, 


Pet July 2, Weller. Darby, 


Batten. 


Col lins. 
Guest. Birm, 
Pet July 15. Lpool, 
Leeds, Aug 
Adj July 16. Macrae. 


Pet July 22. Sisson. Rhyl 


Pet July 22. Halton. Car- 


Pet July 24. 
Stratford-upon- 
Pet July 19. Lpool, Aug 6 at 
Pet July 24. Bennett. 
Cooper, Manch. 

Welier. 
Pet July 22. 


Pet July 
Johnson & Tilly, 


Wilton. 


Weller, Derby, Aug 








Tolson, David, & Abraham Tolson, York, Mungo Merchants. Peg) 
22. Nelson. Dewsbury, Aug !2at 12. Ibberson, Dewsbury, © 

Underwood, ‘Thos, Aberysychan, Monmouth, Ironmonger. Pet. 
22. Wilde. Bristol, Aug 6 atll. Greenway & Blytheway, P 
pool ; Brittan & Sons, Bristol, . 4 

Warburton, Jas, Stockport, Chester, Mechanic. Pet July 19, § 
pock, Stoc.port, Aug 13 at 12. Elliott, Manch. 

Watkins, Leonard, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj July 22. 
Birm, Aug 6 at 12. James & Griifin, Birm. 

Webb, Jeremiah Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. 
Wilton. Gloucester, Ang 7 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

White, Alfred Eales, Hastings, Sussex, out of business. Pet July 
Young. Hastings, Aug7 atl. Philbrick, Hastings. a 

Wile, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 16. Postleth 
Ulverston, Aug 12 at 10. a 

Williams, Geo, Lancaster, out of business. Pet July 20. Patteggy 
Poulton-le-Fylde, Aug 7 at 10. Hartley, Burnley. iy 

Woods, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Bricklayer. Pet July 23. Ho 
Bolton, Aug 11 at 10. Ege & Dawson, Bolton. 

Wright, Herbert, Birm, Manufacturer’s Clerk. Pet July 12. G 
Birm, Aug 6 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Wyatt, Wm Eden, Birm, out of business, 
Aug 6at 10. Sargent, Birm. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 23. 

Semple, Chas, Lpool, Shipwright. July 16, 

Pickering, John, & Saml Rown Saaders, Rotherham, York, R 
Waggon Builders. July 21. 

Kilby, Hy John, Filey, York, Hotel Keeper. July 19. 


Pet July: 


Pet July 24. Guest. Bi 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIE 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the follo 

‘orm ;— 
Prorosat For LOAN ON MORTGAGES, 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a terin certain, or r 
annualor other payments) : 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or buil 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 4 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notie 








The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CERe 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS design 
and executed. No charge for sketches, Companies Fee Stampa 
Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


°. 5 m 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Azents 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjvancts’-ian) 


NEW EDITION OF AUSTIN ON JURISPRUDENCE. 
Now ready, 2 vols. 8v0, 32s., 

ECTURES on GENERAL JURISPRUDENCE 

or, The Philosophy of Positive Law. By the late JOHN AUSTB 

Third Edition, revised and edited by ROBERT CAMPBELL, Barristets 
at-Law. 

“These lectures possess a degree of value, aud deserve a positionm® 

English literature, which itis difficult to rate too highly. With the sing 


| exception of Jeremy Bentham, the late Mr. Austin was the only Eng 


man of any considerable ability who ever made the study of ju 


| prudence proper the object of his life.’”’"—Saturday Review. 


Third Edition, 8vo, 12s., : 
NCIENT LAW: its Connection with the 

‘ History of Society, and its Relation to Modern Ideas. By 
SUMNER MAINE, Member of the Supreme Council of India, 

** A text-book for all English students of jurisprudence. It presem 
elementary ideas in a distinct shape; it shows how endless are @ 
ramificatious of the history of jurisprudence which can be followed 
learned ingenuity; it handles law ina large and free spirit ; it clears 
points as to which an obscurity prevails, and it is written with sing 
clearness and a most remarkable command of metaphorical langu 
—Saturday Review. 

Third Edition, post 8vo, 7s. 6d., pe 
MNHE STUDENT’S BLACKSTONE; An Abri 
ment of Blackstone’s Commentaries, adapted to the P. 
State of the Law. By Rk. MALCOLM KER, LL.D, 

“The present edition is an abridgment of the entire Comment 
and constitutes in itself a Popular Manual of the whole Law of Engla 
Whether as a text-book for the higher classes i schools and college 
or for the professional student desirous of obtaining a sound, safe, a 
concise introduction to the study of law, the present abridgment W 
prove invaluable.””—Educational Times. va 

‘Joun Murpay, Albemarle-street. 
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